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BIBLICAL THEOLOGY

OF

THE NEW TESTAMENT.

INTRODUCTION.

§ 1. New Testament Theology.

UE subject is the Christian religion a& we find it dis-

tinctly laid down in the New Testament Scriptures.

Hence it follows that it treats only of such parts of

the Bible as relate to the Christian religion ; and

especially, that opinions, either non-religious or non-Christian,

—

those peculiar to the Jews for instance,—which are occasionally

mentioned, concern us here only so far as they tend to throw

light upon Christianity. We are bound, moreover, in the treat-

ment of our subject, to adhere closely to the stamp set upon

Christianity in the New Testament in op^Dosition to more modern

theories, except where these may help to elucidate the former.

Our science embraces the New Testament dogmas and morality,

consequently the whole of Christianity as contained in the New
Testament. We claim for it the title of an historical exposition,

as it at once accepts the Christianity of the New Testament as a

matter of fact, and as such seeks to investigate it and to set forth

its gradual development. The term Biblical Theology, however,

is hardly precise enough, because it does not sufficiently dis-

tinguish between our science and either exegesis or systematic

theology. But if for the name adopted we were to substitute

Biblical Dogmatics, then on the one hand a confusion might

readily arise between our science and systematic theology, and

on the other hand the term is too narrow, because our subject is

not confined to mere dogma. As regards its relation to other

branches of theology, our science must be looked upon as only a
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part of biblical theology generally ; for biblical theology deals with

both the Old and New Testament, and therefore sets forth religion

as laid down in the whole Bible. But on account of the great dis-

tinction, both external and internal, between these two essentially

different stages of development and forms of biblical religion, it

is more convenient to keep theni separate ; and the more so, as

every attempt to discuss them together sets their real divergence

in a clearer light. Our subject stands, therefore, in a close rela-

tion to exegesis, both being concerned with the investigation of

the Scriptures. Its aim is to reproduce the thoughts therein ex-

pressed, taking the statements of Scripture as its basis. But the

exegetical function which it performs is of the highest and most

advanced kind. For exposition is at its lowest stage when it

deduces a doctrine from the interpretation of an isolated precept

:

it is a stage more advanced when it ascertains the sense and pur-

port of whole books and sections ; or, out of several doctrinal

passages which treat of the same subject, by comparison and

looking at them as a whole, developes the precise ideas and

dogmas which they contain. The third and highest stage is

reached when it ascertains the ideas and doctrines conveyed by

a whole body ot didactic discourses and passages, by taking a

comprehensive view of its different portions in their relation to

each other. It is not, however, contented with isolated ideas and

propositions, but taking an aggregate of doctrinal ideas and dogmas,

it presents both their unity and their variety in a life-like doc-

trinal whole, which at the same tune exhibits the systems of

thought as distinguished by their organic gradation. This is pre-

cisely the province of biblical theology, and is the point to which

exegetic theology, it conscious of its vocation, is always tending,

and the result in which it is summed up. The relation in which

our science stands to systematic theology is somewhat different.

Biblical theology has been frequently understood to mean nothing

else than a certain kind of positive divinity, which, without re-

gard to ecclesiastical interpretations, is founded mainly upon the

New Testament alone. But although its aim certainly is a

systematic summary of its subject-matter, yet it is essentially

distinct from the above-mentioned dogmatics by reason of its

historical character. It is stiU further removed from ecclesias-

tical, speculative, or descriptive dogmatic. It is nevertheless

allied to dogmatic and all systematic theology, iu so far as this
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is based upon New Testament Christianity and presupposes the

question, What it is.

The historical character of our science connects it with his-

torical theology generally ; but it is not identical with church

history, because the subject of the latter is the founding of the

church, and the establishment of rules for its guidance in all time

to come.

Although the absolute interest of our science depends upon

its place in the organism, so to speak, of the theological sciences,

yet by the circumstances and wants of the age, it is peculiarly

enhanced both in an historico-critical and a dogmatic point of

view. If the living development of Christianity is to be com-

prehended, above all things it is necessary for the living germ to

be clearly perceived ; and to this end an historical investigation

of primitive Christianity is needful. The greater the difficulty

which, through the inquiries of criticism, surrounds this task, the

more important does it become to represent faithfully the scope

of the original records, and especially of the doctrinal systems

founded upon them ; for by so doing we shall obtain the firmest

grasp even of the critical questions involved in the New Testa-

ment. Take for example the question of the gospel narratives.

Attention has of late been chiefly directed, especially by Strauss,

to the external historical purport of the gospels, and the conflict

on this point has lasted for many years. It will, therefore, be

well to throw additional light upon the critical question from the

side of the doctrinal element contained in the gospels, and by

giving the greatest prominence to this element, to carry on the

discussion with more calmness and candour than have hitherto

marked it. A careful development of our Lord's teaching will

enable us to form a judgment as to the relation between the

Synoptists and St. John as regards His doctrines, be the differ-

ence small or great between them. We shall also be able to

compare the teaching ascribed by the evangelists to Jesus, with

that contained in the other books of the New Testament known
to us as apostolical. The result Avill, moreover, help us to solve

the question, whether the doctrine of Jesus, as transmitted to us

by the evangelists, really bears the same relation to the apos-

tolical doctrine of the other New Testament writers as the foun-

dation does to a finished building ; or whether no such distinction

is shown, and it is therefore possible that what the evangelists
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ascribe to Jesiis Himself as His own teaching, is in truth nothing

but the doctrine of the apostles. We shall arrive at some

noteworthy results on both these questions. With regard to

the latter, it will be shown that what is handed down to us

as the teaching of Jesus is in fact of a nature calculated to

serve as the foundation of all other doctrine ; and that the apos-

tolical teaching in the rest of the New Testament writings is

obviously the offshoot and development of this. In the didactic

discourses of Jesus we have the pregnant germ and kernel, the

root, and the simple yet solid groundwork : in the apostolical

doctrine, as presented in the other New Testament scriptures,

we have the shoots and branches, the plant developed from

the germ, the finished building resting on that simple but firm

foimdation. The precepts of our Lord in the gospels claim our

acceptance as original, pregnant, and bearing the first impres-

sion of the mould in which they were cast ; and the apostolical

doctrine appears to be no less living and life-giving,—both being

in accordance, the latter with the circumstances of its further

development, the former with the personal details of our Lord's

life on earth. But as touching the relation between John and

the Synoptists, it will be seen, unless we allow ourselves to be

misled by mere form, how, notwithstanding all differences, essen-

tial unity underlies them ; and that the form itself, even in its

manifold diversity, furnishes the key to its own solution.

Modern criticism has recognised only four of St. Paul's epistles

as genuine, chiefly on the ground that the later epistles do not

agree in doctrine with the earlier. New Testament theology will

therefore analyze and compare the doctrine of the earlier and

later epistles on the points of alleged disagreement. Conse-

quently, this part of New Testament theology will be found to aid

us materially in deciding upon the genuineness of the later

epistles. The two epistles of St. Peter have been also attacked

and represented as an imitation of St. Paul, by which the later

followers of St. Peter were to be persuaded that the teaching of the

two apostles was identical. We shall presently inquire whether

the doctrines of these epistles, especially of the first, are only an

arrrrrerrate of l*auline and Judaistic elements, or whether, on the

contrary, an independent system of doctrine is not contained in

them. In like manner the doctrinal statements in the epistle of

St. James are of great importance.
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The interest of our science with regard to systematic theology

is, however, peculiarly enhanced by the need of a higher use of

Scripture, which need has shown itself generally in the develop-

ment of systematic theology, and especially in the increased culti-

vation of its ideal and speculative elements. Systematic theology

has, indeed, at times made very light of referring its views to Holy

Scripture, especially to our Lord's teacliing in the New Testament.

For, on the one hand, it has been thought justifiable to take for

granted a general acknowledgment of the identity between what

is commonly understood as theological system with the New
Testament in general, and Christ's precepts in particular ; and, on

the other, it has sometimes been regarded as of little moment
whether this agreement was acknowledged or not, and whether,

therefore, the truths which systematic theology asserted were

known to be drawn from other than scriptural sources. The re-

sult of this has been, that the exegetical function of systematic

theology was often very unsatisfactorily performed. The same

may also be said of most methods of treatment even in modern

times, especially those which deal with the subject from its

speculative side, in which theology is taught as a speculative

system supported merely by a few quotations from Scripture.

But even where attention was paid to the exegetical function of

systematic theology, the difficulty to be encountered is propor-

tionately greater ; for so many things had to be taken into account,

and the subject-matter was so varied and intricate, that it often

appeared necessary to limit the exegetical function as much as

possible, in order that the scientific statement might not be too

much drawn out.

Nothing is gained, however, for systematic theology by such

treatment. In its very nature it stands essentially related to

Christianity as laid down in the New Testament Scriptures, it

must draw its material from this source, and, whatever scientific

form it may assume, prove the identity of its doctrine with

biblical Christianity. In this alone is presented the divine

revelation,—Christianity itself, indeed, in its original depth and
purity, attested by authentic documents and with the demonstra-

tion of the Spirit and of power. No treatment, therefore, can be

satisfactory, there can be no true reform and remodelling of

systematic theology, which is not based upon Holy Scripture, not

on the mere letter, but the spirit which is contained in it. If
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systematic theology "be compelled to own that it has forsaken

this source, it may on that very account be doubted whether what

it teaches deserves the name of Christianity at all. And for this

very reason the necessity has become more plainly apparent that

the exegetical function of systematic theology should be duly pre-

pared on exegetical ground. This exegetical treatment of the Old

and New Testament Scriptures, especially the latter, and therein

chiefly of our Lord's own precepts, if shaped so as to constitute

it a preparation for the exegetical function of systematic theology,

is not limited to isolated exegesis or to mere biblical commentary,

but really extends to the development of entire biblical systems

of thought as they lie before us in the New Testament ; first in

the teaching of Jesus in His discourses, and then of the different

apostles in the epistles or other apostolical writings. These

systems of thought are to be so investigated that in the first

place the individual ideas and precepts contained in all allied

writings and statements may be separately examined, and their

organic connection brought out by a comprehensive view. But

even this is not enough. It is important also to ascertain the

mutual relation of these several systems of thought as one of

essential agreement, no less than of a certain difference ; for by

so doing the characteristic peculiarities of their authors are suc-

cessively brought to view. In this M^ay truths and ideas them-

selves identical are found to be exhibited under various aspects,

in different combinations with other truths, and under different

modes of arrangement. It is exactly this which gives such a

many-sided vitality to the Christianity of the New Testament, and

by which such a large measure of fruitfulness is ensured. But

systematic theology cannot, of course, undertake inquiries of this

nature, which belong to exegesis, and furnish a theme for its

highest point—the biblical theology of the Old and New Testa-

ment. New Testament theology, in dealing with the various

New Testament Scriptures, enables them to be used as a single

record of divine revelation. It sets forth the different systems of

thought in their unity and manifold variety, and shows us how
their total result presents a united record of the divine word

;

not, however, a unity devoid of difference, but rather the harmony

of difference,—that is to say, a unity which preserves its harmony

through the organic interlacing of differences, and is itself rich in

the detail of its component parts. Consequently, where this
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function of Xew Testament theology is first in operation, the way-

is opened for that use of Holy Scripture which has become a

necessity to systematic theology.

But in order that our science may prove competent to its

task and maintain its high interest, it must adhere closely to the

historical method involved in our very notion of it as distin-

guished from any dogmatic treatment. This latter was for a long

time its usual mode of treatment. Men proceeded on the idea

of Scripture being a divine book, the work of the Holy Spirit, a

codex of divine revelation possessing a strict character of unity
;

whence it followed that biblical theology was necessarily treated

dogmatically and not historically, Now, although Christian

theology must undoubtedly admit a dogmatic conception of Holy

Scripture, yet this forms only one side of it. The other side is

that the Scriptures are composed by men under certain historical

conditions : they must therefore be regarded as affected by the

time of their appearance, and, consequently, not as possessing

absolute unity, but a unity subject to a variety in historical

development. It is a mistake to suppose that these two sides

contradict each other : so far from it, one idea closely followed

up will lead to the other. The dogmatic idea can, however, only

be the gainer by our adopting here the purely historical mode of

treatment, and treating the Scriptures like any other book whose

purport is to be ascertained by a critical and exegetical process.

The historical method, however, must not of course keep merely

to the idea of what is actually recorded. History is the unfold-

ing of life, in wliich a unity is broken up into details, and thus

represents a certain regular course of events. It wiU thus be the

province of New Testament theology to trace out the organic con-

nection of New Testament teaching. And further, inasmuch as

all history gains by the comparison of other facts analogous to

its own subject-matter, this branch of inquiry must not here be

lost sight of, and we shall have specially to deal with the parallels

afforded by the Old Testament. Nor must reference to the re-

ligious idea be neglected, without, however, disturbing the his-

torical point of view, and thereby allowing the distinctive method

of our science to be transformed either into speculative inference

or dogmatic treatment. Its system must descend to even minute

division and classifications of the subject-matter itself, and of the

combination of parts which is inherent in its historical character.
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But a merely external juxtaposition of the parts is as mucli for-

bidden as would be their fusion into one indiscriminate mass.

For the very reason that Christianity itself is our subject, there

can be no question as to the impropriety of treating it from an

outwardly historical point of view, in which persons or writings

are merely taken as a basis of division, and dealt with accordingly.

It is not individualities but the life in them with which we are

concerned ; not Holy Scripture per se, but the religion contained

in it. Our su.bject must be treated and regarded as an historical

phenomenon, as indeed it shows itself to be. Apologetic, polemic,

and other tendencies may of themselves claim a place in the

treatment of the subject ; but their only right use is as accessories,

not impairing the force of the historical procedure.

§ 2. New Testament Christianity.

The writinGjs of the New Testament are what we regard as the

historical sources from which our knowledge of primitive Chris-

tianity is derived. In our system, although Christianity is con-

sidered as a religion which is historically presented to us, it will

not be followed throughout the whole course of its historical

development, but only so far as it is presented in the writings of

the New Testament. For the New Testament is to us the com-

plex of the most ancient memorials of Christianity, wherein it

appears in its earliest form. What these New Testament Scrip-

tures consist of must here be taken for granted as the result of our

introductory inquiry : only we must bear in mind, that it is almost

impossible to arrive at any conclusion on this point which can be

regarded as of universal validity. Perhaps only the first four

of the Pauline epistles can be accepted as unquestioned in their

authenticity. Therefore aU that we are entitled to demand, is the

acknowledgment of the New Testament Scriptures as the oldest

memorials of the Christian religion. At any rate, they present it

with a fulness and power of thought, which favours the supposi-

tion that they proceed from the most gifted amongst the ancient

witnesses of Christianity. Peady as some are to place them as

late as the second century, the question still remains, where are

the men to wliom we can ascribe the genius requisite to produce

them ? Are the writings of the apostolical fathers calculated in

any way to invite us to adopt the above-named supposition ?

Put even if wo widen the limits for their origin so as to reach
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the middle of tlie second century, yet they still remain the oldest

monuments which have come down to us. On the other hand,

if no more than those four Pauline epistles were unquestionably

genuine, we should still have in them an ample test for deciding

the question of what is or is not apostolic doctrine. Indeed, so

sufficient would this little be, that we could gladly make it our

groundwork in the investigation of primitive Christianity.

As a new religion, Christianity appears in contrast to all earlier

ones, according to the words with regard to the " fulness of time"

(GaL iv. 4 ; Eph. i. 1 0), According to the latter of these pas-

sages, Christ gathers together in one all which was before con-

fused in a scattered and manifold variety. That Christianity

stands in a positive connection with the Old Testament, needs no

special proof : the individual doctrinal systems show that it is,

and in what sense it is, every^vhere regarded as the fulfilment of

the Old Testament. On the other hand, its relation to Gentile

religions seems at first sight to be only that of contradiction, as

when Christ (Matt. vi. 7, 8, 32) contrasts the Christian praying

with that of the heathen as based upon an entirely different con-

ception of God, or when He forbids religious community with the

heathen (Matt, xviii 17). His view of the Samaritan religion

also includes a like judgment upon heathenism (Matt. xv. 24).

No less does this opposition express itself in apostolical dicta,

such as Eph. ii. 3, GaL iv. 8 (cf. 1 Pet. iv, 3), and also in the

apostolical discourses in the Acts of the Apostles, which speak of

the darkness (xxvi 18) of the times of ignorance (xvii 30), or,

less strongly, of the " own ways " (xiv. 1 6) of the heathen.

But as on the other side, also, Christianity everywhere is con-

trasted with the state of childhood (Gal. iv. 3, 9 ; Col. ii. 8), the

curse (Gal. iii 13, cf. 2 Cor. iii. 9), and the letter which "killeth"

(2 Cor. iii. 6 sq.) of legal religion, it must equally be borne in

mind that the heathen no less than the Jews are regarded as re-

ceptive of salvation (Matt, xxviil 19 ; Luke xxiv. 47 ; CoL i. 23
;

GaL iL 7-9 ; Eom. xi 13 ; Eph. iii 1). Jesus not only acknow-

ledges the same (Matt. xv. 28, cf. 24; -Luke vii 9), but He also

announces the future participation of the heathen as a great fact

(Matt, viii 10 sq. ; John x. 16). The apostolical view also is

early brought out in the fact, that the heathen were not obliged

to be first admitted through Judaism (Acts xv. 6-11, x. 44-48).

And this capability of salvation on their part was very soon
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established as an liistorical fact. From this position of suscep-

tibility thus much at least follows as the view taken in the New
Testament, that the underlying religious element is not absolutely

destroyed by the influence of heathenism, and consequently that

something besides unmixed error may be found in it. Now comes

the question, whether this element is consciously recognised in

the New Testament. We find Jesus Himself in actual contact

with those heathens only who received miraculous help from Him.

And it is only on the supposition that the Greeks (John xii 2 sq.)

were really heathen who took part in the feast after the manner

of proselytes of the gate, that contact of a more general nature

can be said to have taken place. But since He refers them to

the future, it follows that, as regards any conscious recognition

on His part, it was merely with a view to the future that He
put His religion within their reach. The Apostle Paul, however,

pronounces more closely as to the above-named positive relation,

discovering real points of union with the heathen, and on that

account confessing himself able to conform to some of their usages

(1 Cor. ix. 19-22). In the Epistle to the Eomans he depicts the

natural, religious, and moral disposition of the heathen, and in the

Areopagus at Athens alludes to this disposition and to their guesses

after truth,—quoting, indeed, the utterance of one of their own
poets, by the confession contained in which the tendency of his

apostolic discourse is suggested. He addresses himself to their

conscience (Eonx ii.), and therefore refers them in the Areopagus

to the future judgment. But with all this, Christianity remains

throughout the New Testament the only true and perfect religion

(John viii 32, xvii. 14, 17 ; 1 John i. 2 ; Gal. iii. 1; 2 John 1
;

Eph. i. 13; CoL i. 5, 6; 2 Thess. ii. 10 sq.; 1 Pet. ii. 6), standing

everywhere in contrast to "weak and beggarly elements" (crTocx^eia,

GaL iv. 9 ; Col. ii. 8, 2 0), amongst which the Old Testament religion

itself is included.

Christianity, although a system of doctrine, is never confined

to mere doctrine. It is only in its low forms that religion pre-

sents itself in symbol and myth as a bare expression of feeling

and imagination. Even the Old Testament is of a much more

didactic character than the heathen religions ; and still more so

Christianity, a special attribute of which is producing and mould-

ing into shape a connected and intelligible system. Still the

gospel message itself is a sufficient proof that every later scho-
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lastic and rationalistic view whicli could find in it nothing but

doctrine, takes a one-sided view of the question. The word is

from beginning to end the explanation of a fact,—of the fact that

the kingdom of God is come near, and that the Saviour has

appeared,—that He has perfected His work, and poured out His

Spirit upon all who believe in Him. Nothing, therefore, could

be further from the truth than the rationalistic distinction between

the religion of Jesus and His religious teaching. Jesus Himself

teaches, but His whole rich store of precept is nothing else than the

announcement of Himself as the manifested Christ. Everytliing

besides is merely preparation for, or explanation and application

of, that one statement. In St. John's Gospel it is clear that all the

teaching relates to the Person of Jesus ; but in the other three also

this Person is the centre and groundwork of the whole new religion:

Him we must confess (Matt. x. 3 2), and suffer for His sake (Matt.

V. 11). Here also we have, as the real essence of Christianity, a

fact on which all the teaching is based, the history of an actual life.

The whole body of apostolic doctrine has reference to the same

fact, especially to the turning-point of the life of Jesus. To this,

however, is added a further historical basis, the communication of

the Holy Spirit, and the life of the community of believers in

Jesus which is founded thereon. These two leading facts, then,

are the groundwork and hypothesis on which all development of

apostolic doctrine must rest. If we take them away, the New
Testament teaching is without either foundation or vital power, a

plant decaying of itseli. The simple view of the New Testament

Scriptures leads us to the same result. They are partly histori-

cal, partly doctrinal writings. The historical writings have been

admitted into the canon because Christians regard as the very

source of their belief the historical appearance of the Messiah of

Nazareth, and the advent and development of the life proceeding

from Him, and depending on the communication of His Spirit.

As a first consequence of this fact, Christianity presents itself on

one side as a system of doctrine, and on the other as an estab-

lished community. The teaching is an essential element, because

some announcement of the fact is necessary. The teaching of

Jesus is the statement of His self-consciousness, and in like

manner the apostolic doctrine expresses the consciousness of the

life gradually developing itself in the community.

The historical life which constitutes Christianity appears in the
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Xew Testament as life from God. The life of Jesus depends

upon His being in the Father, and the Father in Him ; the ful-

ness of the Godhead dwelling in Him bodily, and streaming

forth from Him. The life of believers owes its existence to God,

and depends upon a birth from the Spirit, the awakening of men
through the word of truth. Hence the word which contains the

announcement of this historical life is itself endowed with a

divine life-giving power (cf, Eom. i 16), and is the powder of

God and the wisdom of God (1 Cor. i. 24). As life from God, it

is the living manifestation of God, and indeed the one perfecting

manifestation which redeems mankind (John vi. 45-47 ; Matt.

xi. 25-27). The doctrine and fellowship which are developed

from it, are therefore divine teaching and a divinely established

fellowship, the foregoing fact remaining equally the source of

both. Such is the general aspect of Christianity in the New
Testament. It thus finds its parallel in the Old Testament, where

also fact rather than doctrine takes the foremost place. This fact

is the old preparatory covenant between God and man,—at first,

indeed, limited to one family, and afterwards to one nation. Old

Testament theology has, therefore, to represent this revelation of

the covenant first in patriarchal times, and then in the national

development, as Mosaism, Prophetism, and lastly Judaism. Both

Testaments rest on a common foundation of the divine revelation,

the first with particular limits in kind and degree, the second

with the character of universal religion.

The fundamental fact which when received into human con-

sciousness is also the fundamental doctrine of Christianity, is

the life which proceeds from God, or, God manifested for the

salvation of mankind. The treatment of this falls naturally

under two heads : (1st) the appearance of this life, immediately

followed by {2d) the commencement of its great work for man's

salvation ;—or, firstly, its manifestation in Jesus Christ ; and,

secondly, the foundation of the primitive apostolic church. Thus

we have two periods, the Messianic and the apostolic, which are

distinct both as to time and character. The first comprehends

the days of the Son of man (Luke xviL 2 2 ; John viii. 5 6 ; Heb.

V. 7; Matt. ix. 15; Mark iL 19 ; Luke v. 34), and its subject

is Jesus Christ come in the flesh (1 John iv. 2), and the mani-

festation of God in Him (Jolm xvii. 6; Matt. xi. 27). The

apostolic period, which is established through the Spirit (Acts i
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8 ; John xiv. 26 ; Matt. x. 20), embraces the time of the apostles'

testimony (Acts i. 21), and carries on the representation of the

revelation as having for its object to make known and glorify the

Father and the Son in and through the Spirit (John xv, and xvi.).

But inasmuch as Jesus spoke of the communication of this Spirit

only under the form of a promise, John remarks (vii. 39) that the

Holy Ghost was not yet given (cf. Luke xxiv. 49; Acts i. 8). Thus

the New Testament itself distinctly recognises two periods of the

revelation it unfolds. At first the divine life is contained exclu-

sively in the person of Jesus and streams forth from Him alone
;

subsequently it appears as an independent life in all believers.

Some persons, indeed, have despaired of being able to carry out the

above-named distinction, and therefore represent everything as

apostolic doctrine, because a line cannot be clearly drawn between

the latter and the historical purport of Christ's teaching and

appearance.^ But the apostolic church itself was conscious of

possessing a true conception of Jesus. This she has presented in

the gospels ; and New Testament theology must accept it from

her, although still permitted to investigate its historical truth.

But neither has its general credibility been seriously shaken

hitherto, nor will it ever be possible to give a really historical

representation of the origines ot Christianity without adhering to

this distinction.

The very nature of Christianity requires that it should in

every age first appear as life in an historical form ; then, and not

till then, as doctrine. Every period will thus be divided into an

historical and a didactic portion. The former of these, however,

will not be an enumeration of every isolated fact ; for this would

not suffice us. What we require is New Testament Christianity

as such, that is to say, the characteristics of the divinely human
life of Jesus, and of the inspired lives of those who believe in

Him. It is not a question of outward events, which are only

taken into account so far as they are manifestations of this peculiar

life. Hence arises the selection of the facts and the mode of

their representation. In treating of the Messianic period, we do

not therefore propose to give a biography of Jesus, but to trace

in the details of His history the unity of the divine life in Him.

We shall, therefore, notice in the first place those facts only in

which this divine life is manifested ; but where many lacts reveal

^ So Maltiiiii, and more recently Hahn.
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only one side of it, tliey may be grouped together under one head,

so tliat, instead of treating the miracles and discourses of Jesus

separately, our subject would be His effectual working in both

combined. Similarly, in the apostolic period, we are concerned not

so much with the persons of the apostles as with the new life in

the apostolic church, and consequently with the statement of those

facts which are calculated to throw light upon the nature of the

new life of the Spirit. We must also at this point endeavour

to draw out the spirit from the history before us. A mode of

treatment might be devised by which the historical and doctrinal

elements might be exhibited in a form of internal unity ; but

since this unity is not directly represented in the New Testament

itself, there would be danger of treating the subject rather from a

dogmatical than from an historical point of view. It will there-

fore be better to take the historical element by itself, which can

be done the more briefly, inasmuch as it is concerned only with

traits of character.



FIRST PART.

THE MESSIANIC AGE.

5 3. Introduction.—Our Sources of Knowledge.

'HE direct sources of information for tlie Messianic

period of New Testament Cliristianity, are tlie four

canonical gospels and some few passages of the other

New Testament Scriptures.

Inasmuch as light is thrown upon the contents of these prin-

cipal sources in more than one way through comparison, partly

with the apostolic period of New Testament Christianity, partly

with the oldest non-biblical accounts of the Messianic period, we
are also indirectly concerned with the consideration of certain

collateral and subsidiary sources. These are of three kinds :

(1.) Those writings of the New Testament which relate to the

apostolic period
; (2.) Eecords of the tunes of Jesus not comprised

in the canon, especially the Jewish history of that period ; and

(3.) Traditional accounts of His life. Among these sources, that

matter is of the greatest importance which we have at our com-

mand in respect to the Jewish history of the period, whether in

classical writers or in the known Jewish authors of the time
;

whilst other writings of obscurer origin, whether Jewish or mixed,

as the Pseudepigrapha of the Old Testament, are of more doubtful

credibility. Less importance attaches to the special extra-biblical

sources for the life of Jesus. This is due partly to their scanti-

ness,—a defect which attaches not only to the few traces of a

knowledge of the person of Jesus to be found in the classics, but

even to the traditional fragments which have been handed down
amongst Christians

;
partly also to the manifest distortion of his-

torical truth which appears, for instance, in the apocryphal

gospels, and in the traditions based upon them.

The canon contains four gospels, in accordance with the system

which everywhere runs through it of giving a plurality of writ-

15
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iiigs, which set forth the genius of primitive Christianity, and

respectively throw light upon and supplement one another. They

are not biographies, for they give the life of Jesus only with a

view of proving His Messianic character. Consequently they aim

at producing a true, but not a complete, picture, by a systematic

grouping of characteristic features ; and thus they combine some-

thing of a dogmatic with their historical character. This shows

itself most in John and Matthew (but compare the beginning of

Luke with the end of John). They may, therefore, one and all

be said to represent the public life of Jesus from His baptism

onwards, not offering reflections upon the facts related, but only

putting them together in such a way as to exhibit the true cha-

racter of the Messianic life. The Hellenistic language is at the

same time common to them all. The Synoptists, however, are

distinguished from John by describing our Lord's ministry in

Galilee only, extending their account subsequently to Peraea and

the final scene at Jerusalem. John, on the other hand, repre-

sents the appearances of Jesus in Judea and Galilee alternately.

In John the discourses are more central, in the Synoptists less

so. From the sixth chapter onwards John gives for the most

part the direct testimony of Jesus Himself as to His person and

His work ; the others abound more in such discourses as stand

in preparative reference to this. The Sermon on the Mount is of

this kind : it introduces us to the moral spirit of the kingdom of

God, and so far cannot be said to be entirely uncentral in its

character, yet its precepts do not aim at directly representing that

spiritual kingdom, the righteousness of which it describes, as the

kingdom to be founded, ruled, and perfected by Him, Jesus Christ.

Intimations to this effect are not wanting, but they appear more

in the background. Of discourses of this kind the synoptic

gospels contain also, for instance, certain collections of parables

(Matt. xiii. ; Luke viii., xiv. ff.). But inasmuch as the synoptic

gospels also are not wanting in elements of doctrine, which are

entirely of the nature of central truths, because they treat directly

of the Messiah's person, or of the relation of Jesus of Nazareth to

His work, they too favour the conviction that M'ith due regard to

time and circumstance our Lord always incorporated both kinds of

doctrinal elements in His discourses. And although those re-

corded by John appear to bear more immediate reference to Jesus

as the Christ, the Son of God, the o-(0T7]p rov Koafiov, this exactly



§ 3.] OUR SOURCES OF KNOWLEDGE. 17

falls in with the whole scheme of this gospel, which from begin-

ning to end aims at representing the divine manifestation of the

Logos made flesh in the person of Jesus of Nazareth. But this

does not occasion any deficiency of matter, which, although quite

characteristic of John, yet shows the most decided points of con-

tact with elements of doctrine found in the synoptic evangelists

;

and tliis statement will be fully borne out in the following pages.

In John, again, there is more precision of historical structure ; for

not only does he give the progress of events in exact chrono-

logical order, but he shows also their development from the very

first towards the final catastrophe, in the gradually increasing

hostility to Jesus, of which, as well as of its consequences. He
Himself is represented as fully conscious. In short, John's stand-

point is more universal in its character ; that of the synoptics more

national. This distinction, however, is not absolute : even the

author of the fourth gospel plainly shows himself to belong to the

Jewish nationality. Amongst the Synoptists Matthew shows the

most regard to events, and often attends more to facts than to

their chronological order. Luke shows that he has combined

fragments collected from external sources, but at the same time

deals with our Saviour's youth as a systematic and beautiful

whole. If ]\iatthew writes for the Jewish Christians, Luke on

the other hand writes from the Pauline standpoint for the use of

Gentile converts. Mark is distinguished by little else than his

brevity.
"

Although we no longer possess the original of Matthew's

Gospel, which, according to the unanimous tradition of Christian

antiquity, w^as written in the Aramaic language, yet the Greek

text has been always unhesitatingly acknowledged to be identical

with the gospel written by Matthew, and there is no sufficient

ground for not regarding it as a genuine translation of that

Aramaic original It may be easily supposed that this original

was at an early period altered by the Jewish Christian sects, and

thus lost in its integrity, on which account the translation in which

alone it was accessible acquired all the more value. The quota-

tions from the Old Testament in many cases do not correspond

either with the LXX, or with the Hebrew text, and in this very

probably follow the Aramaic gospel, which no doubt even in

quotations paid regard to the interpretations of a passage which

prevailed in the current paraphrases of the day. The statement

B
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that we liave notliing more of Matthew's own than a collection of

discourses, does not seem probable from the testmiony adduced on

the subject. The objections, however, which have been made

to the historical part of the gospel admit of a different explana-

tion. The didactic element is certainly the strongest, and a

preference is shown by its author for the combination of more

numerous or longer discourses. Wlien, therefore, he condenses

the historical element into a few leading features, this is suffi-

ciently explained by the predominant direction of his mind, and by

the design of bringing prominently forward the conception of the

Messiahship of Jesus, which was the guiding principle in his

selection of topics. The other Synoptists are, like him, silent as

to the earlier period of Christ's ministry in Jerusalem, although

allusions to it are to be found both in Matthew (xxiii. 3 7) and in

Luke (xiii. 34); cf. also Luke x. 38 £f. This has been already

accounted for in a general way by the structural feature visible

in them all, whereby we are led on, from the preparation and

consecration of Jesus, through the characteristic events of His

^ public ministry to the closing scene. ISTow, as it is certain that

< Matthew afforded a type for the other gospels, his late call also

affords a point of explanation (Matt. ix. 9) ; and, further, the cir-

cumstance that without doubt Jesus was not accompanied by the

whole number of His disciples on all His journeys even to Jeru-

salem (cf. John vii., and the sending forth of the disciples. Matt.,

X. ; also Luke x.). Now, if Matthew was either partially or
'

wholly absent at the festival visits, this sufficiently accounts for

his only mentioning what occurred in Galilee and Peroea. No
doubt he had, as an apostle, delivered the purport of his gospel

by word of mouth many times before he committed it to writing.

In this way, then, the narration of his own experience naturally

fell into its present shape, and this was passed on as a type from

him to the others.

The Gospel of Mark, although it displays less originality than

the others, yet contains enough that is peculiar to itself, partly

in particular narratives, partly in the independent treatment of

individual circumstances, to show that it cannot have been en-

tirely formed from the Gospels of Luke and Matthew, although

it may have been partially derived from them. But other sources

besides must ha'<.'e been at his command. And individual traits,

such as the statement of events at Gethsemane, in which he aloue
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has the address to Simon, are best explained by adhering to the

tradition of his connection with Peter. The deficiency of earlier

history in his gospel may be accounted for in the same way.

This is strange even if his work were original, but incomprehen-

sible if the other gospels lay before him, unless we suppose that

he was guided by the recollection of the method adopted by

Peter in his didactic discourses, as we know them from the Acts

of the Apostles.

In Luke, the parabolic element specially prevails, and he has,

besides, many narrations in which the didactic and historical

elements are combined. His history of the resurrection is par-

ticularly copious, as well as the account, peculiar to himself, in

the ninth chapter, of a circuitous journey to Jerusalem. This

gospel has a strong historical testimony in its favour, in its early

misuse by Marcion, and also in its connection with the Acts of

the Apostles, which are evidently written in part by an eye-

witness. And if Luke was really for any considerable period

the companion of the Apostle Paul, this would account for his

being able to make personal investigation in Palestine of the

events related in the gospeh

As regards our fourth gospel, the testimony of Christian anti-

quity, bearing partly on the gospel itself, and partly on the first

of the epistles connected with it, and also its internal distinc-

tive features, authenticate it as the genuine work of the Apostle

John sufficiently to overcome the doubts even of modern criticism.

As internal evidence in its favour, may be mentioned not only

individual traits, which betray an eye-witness's exact knowledge of

facts, but, above all, the historical unity of the whole, in which a

development so much in accordance with facts is revealed. Its

universality of scope, and freedom from national limitations, have in

particular been thought suspicious ; but this arises only from the

fact of their having been exaggerated and represented from a one-

sided point of view. Moreover, it depicts the Jewish surround-

ings of Jesus both as a whole and in detail with sharply defined

Jewish characteristics. John relates only a smaller number of

characteristically selected miracles, but these well represent the

whole miraculous agency of Jesus. The evangelist shows himself

to have a thorough insight into the latter as a whole, and gives

to it the importance due to it amongst the causes of Jesus'

success. Thus, for example, in Jerusalem (ii. 23, viii, 30 ft'.);
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aud also in Galilee ; for the activity in that place is plainly

enough put forward (iv. 45, vi. 1-15, cf. 66). That the con-

ception found of Jesus Himself is not a really different one in

the Synoptists and in John, has to be shown by the setting forth

of the teaching so as to form one single conception of Him de-

rived from both sources. Again, the general course of our Lord's

career is not differently represented in the two accounts ;—at

least, any one must have greatly prejudged the question who
could venture to maintain that, according to the Synoptists, there

were no drawbacks to the success of our Lord's ministry, even up

to the time of the final catastrophe ; and likewise that John's

conception of the character of Jesus is stiff, lifeless, and unvary-

ing. In conclusion, we must remark that the evangelist knew
how to distinguish the discourses and doctrine of Jesus from

his own ideas. We are in a position to show that it is quite

possible to exhibit separately the Apostle John's system of doc-

trine, and that of Jesus as set forth in this gospel ; albeit a cer-

tain colouring in the rendering of the discourses may belong to

the narrator. The gospels generally give the grandest picture of

a divinely-human personahty, whose superhuman claims are yet

comprised in all their ethical greatness, and pervade the whole

mass of the narrative. To have produced such a picture far

exceeds the power of a mere narrator. But, in John's Gospel

especially, the discourses of Jesus are drawn so much out of the

inmost depths of this life itself, that there can be no difficulty in

deciding whether to acknowledge their authenticity or to ascribe

them to an author of the second century. Not even to an

apostle could we venture to attribute them.

To speak, in the next place, of the different ways in which

these writings have been understood. The allegorical interpreta-

tion sprang up on a field foreign to Christianity ; it was soon con-

tinued in the Church only in the form of edifying application,

and subsisted in this way for a long time side by side with the

historical mode of interpretation, and on the same basis. It was

reserved for the last century to resuscitate the revolting 113^0-

thesis of a deceptive design brought forward by the exasperated

and desperate enemies of Clu-istianity ; but this soon succumbed

to the verdict of public opinion. On the other side, the so-called

natural explanation was involved in difficulties which soon made
it impossible. Thus nothing remained for those who would not
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acknowledge tlie historical truth of the gospels, but the assumption

that they were traditions which had their origin in the inventive

and poetizing spirit of the people. And this view was adopted

more eagerly in proportion to the interest taken in the traditions

of antiquity. But it is, moreover, on external grounds impossible

that tradition should have been able to substitute a mass of fictions

for genuine historical records in the Church. For, as the most

unsuspected apostolical testimony in the epistolary portions of

the New Testament show, the life of Jesus was never left to be

attested by tradition of this kind ; but, being at first in the hands of

the apostles themselves, was handed down from them by means of a

well-ordered ecclesiastical ministry. The more impossible it became

on historical grounds to regard the whole existence and life of

Jesus as a myth, the more inducements there were for endeavour-

ing to assume signs of a mythical element in the narratives them-

selves. These signs, however, are not restricted to the universal

criteria of historical truth ; but those which possess most force and

widest application are always deduced from a view of nature and

history, which excludes miracles, or from a lower view of the per-

son of Jesus, which is opposed to everything that tends to glorify

Him, and consequently bases the history on nothing better than

dogmatic hypothesis. But what tells most decisively against the

mythical view, is the fact which cannot be got over, that the origin

of these myths does not admit of a sufficient explanation, either on

a retrospective or prospective view of the history. For, as regards

the first, the Christian Messiah was, notwithstanding the basis laid

for Him in the ground of the Old Testament, an entirely different

person from him whom the Jews expected ; and, as for the second,

the original Christian conception, from which Jesus is said to have

sprung, is based simply on history. The characteristic of this

conception plainly is, that it has its origin in a redeeming life.

And the fact of the redemption of mankind, which lay from the

beginning in the Christian consciousness, does not consist in the
j

existence of the idea, but in the reality of the life sought for.

Without this, Christianity would sink to the level of ante-Chris-

tian religions ; it would be, like them, an endless seeking after

truth, instead of wearing as its distinctive characteristic that it

has found it in Christ.

Apart from the external evidence in their favour, which lies

in the style and recognition of the gospel writings themselves
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and is referred to in biblical introduction, the decisive ground

for their acceptance as real history lies in the existence of the

apostolic church, and in its inner growth and incorporation with

the life of Jesus. This apostolical church, however, offers us

direct as well as indirect proofs. In the apostolic letters, as

didactic and hortatory epistles addressed to already existing

communities, we cannot, of course, expect to find any description

of the life of Jesus ; but the principal facts of His life are con-

stantly referred to as historically known and certain, Cf. on the

subject of His life and parentage, 2 Cor. viii. 9 ; PhiL ii. 7
;

Ptom. i. 3, cf. ix. 5 ; 2 Tim. ii. 8 ; Gal. iv. 4 ;—on His suffer-

ings, death, and resurrection, 1 Cor. ii. 8 ; 1 Cor. xv. 3, 4 ; Kom.

vi^ 9^ 10 ;—on His dignity and sinlessness and His work, Eom.

viii 3, 4 ; 2 Cor. xiii. 4; Eom. viii. 17, 34, xiv. 9, 10, cf. ii.

6, 16 ; 2 Cor. v. 21 ; Eom. iv. 25, v. 11 ff.; 1 Cor. xv. 45
;

1 Cor. viii 6 ; 2 Cor. iv. 4 ; Eom. viii. 9 ff. Upon this rests

the whole Pauline Christology. Now Paul was certainly not an

eye-witness, and his evangelical announcement was quite an

original one (GaL i.) ; but yet he was in communication with eye-

witnesses of the facts (Gal. ii.), and must have collected from

them information about what had happened. We see, for in-

stance, how, with regard to the Last Supper, he appeals to some

definite information on the subject (1 Cor. xi.) ; and, in speaking

of the resurrection, to the minutely detailed external testimony on

wMch it rests (1 Cor. xv.). He is also careful, where precepts of

life are concerned (1 Cor. vii.), to distinguish between matters

actually determined by Jesus, and his own or any other opinions

respecting them. Thus we find both requisites,—that he rests

upon history, and that he deals with it in the most conscientious

manner. Equally strong testimony to the same principal facts

is borne by the Apostle John, who, in his first epistle, speaks of

himself in the most positive terms as an eye-witness
; and the

evidence of Peter (1 Epist.) and of James is of the same land.

So also, outside the canon of Scripture, the unvarying tradition of

the ancient church speaks of a firmly rooted and abiding conviction

on tins sul)ject. The very silence of Josephus is a testimony for

the life of Jesus ; for, had he been able to disprove the validity of

the Christian statement, he would certainly have done so. The con-

clusion is irresistible, that the existence of the Christian church

and of the idea on wliicb it rests is a fact wliich can be explained



§ 3.] OUR SOURCES OF KNOWLEDGE. 23

in no other way than by the extraordinary personality and history

wliich are claimed for it. It is contrary to all historical analogy

that a number of obscure individuals should have been the authors

of these world-transforming ideas, except under the genuine guid-

ance of a master spirit. And without doubt it would have far

exceeded the capability of such narrators, and still more of the

disciples in general, to work out by their own unaided powere

the conception of such a personality ; and herein exactly lies its

historical probability, or, indeed, truth.

All objections to the miraculous element in the appearance of

Jesus are easily removed, if we look at the grand inner harmony
of the picture of His life which is presented to us. It is a per-

fect human personality which meets us there. Where it tran-

scends the limits of mere humanity, it still exhibits amidst all

its personal power a discretion so meek and lowly, that we are

compelled either to regard Him as a fanatic or an impostor ; or,

failing to reconcile either of these suppositions with His human
character, to acknowledge that He was neither one nor the other,

but that His supernatural claim rests in the inmost depths of

His consciousness, and was therefore a true one. Understood

in this way, this absolutely unique personality agrees with the

historically unique character of Christianity. But, notwithstand-

ing its miraculous nature, it also forms a part of an organized

system, which has its roots in the whole period of revelation

antecedent to the appearance of Jesus, and, in its subsequent

effects, buds, blossoms, and bears fruit. Indeed, it has been

thought to be a characteristic of the myth, that the fact shows

itseK as the highest development of an historically antecedent

idea. But why should not God carry out the purposes for which

He has so prepared the way ? The effects are, however, quite

homogeneous to the miraculous beginning. The more firmly,

therefore, the main fact is established, the greater right we have

to demand that the first question asked by an impartial inquirer

should be. What has taken place ? and then. How is it to be

accounted for ? Also, that characteristics should not be pre-

supposed of everything which has taken place which run counter

to the very character of the facts, and make them antecedently

impossible, because a certain philosophical view looks upon
every miracle as impossible. But the rejection of all that is

miraculous cannot constitute itself the law of historical inquiry.
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The true critic will hold fast to the main historical facts and all

that is necessarily involved in them ; and, in the next place, he

will apply to the accounts in question the test of their internal

agreement. These accounts exhibit some points of difference.

But this is the case with the most notorious facts of profane

history, without any one dreaming of its being necessary on that

account to call in question the facts themselves. Many difficul-

ties, arising from this varied mode of presentation, vanish of

themselves as soon as the task of forming a judgment is simply

set about with an honest purpose. So far as some of these state-

ments bear a peculiar stamp, the fact is explained by the copious-

ness of form and expression assumed by the grandeur of our

Lord's personality. On the other hand, we see in the above-cited

example of the Apostle Paul (1 Cor. vii.), how conscientiously,

in apostolic times, the authentic discourses of Jesus were selected

and handed down. With this agrees the careful transmission of

the discourses in Matthew ; and even in John it can be shown

how well he distinguishes the discourses of Jesus and their type

of doctrine from his own. The subjective nature of the repre-

sentation takes nothing from its historical character. It is itself

only an indirect proof of the powerful influence which was at

work But, where the same circumstances are differently re-

ported, the critic has to decide whether the facts are really

identical or not, only he must do this on historical, not on

philosophical grounds. No theory of inspiration can prevent our

acknowledging the existence of such elements of uncertainty.

The method of biblical theology is of necessity purely historical,

and hence the manner alone in which the Scripture expresses

itself can here be considered. And here the general possibility

must be admitted, that even a decided theory of divine inspiration

may be compatible with the admission of individual elements not

strictly authentic, provided only that the transmission of that

svhich regards the nature of Christianity lies under no suspicion.
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FIRST DIVISION.

THE LIFE OF JESUS
S 4. Nature of the Subject.

Christianity in the Messianic period is essentially bound up
^vitll the person of Jesus of Nazareth ; and herein a distinction

must be drawn between His historical appearance and the didactic

expression of the Messianic consciousness in the teaching of Jesus.

Now, all that is aimed at here being to describe the essential

features of Christianity during this period, our sketch will certainly

embrace the whole life of Jesus, but not in its details. Hence it

is clearly not a biography of Jesus,—a subject, however, which has

possessed a copious literature of its own since the last quarter of the

18th century. The essential facts are what we are most concerned

with, and these are the turning-points in our Lord's history, as His

birth related by two, His death, resurrection, and glorification

by all four, evangelists ; and also a compendium of historical

details, so far as tliey display the nature of the Messianic person.

It is not necessary, for instance, to describe every individual

miracle, but only in general our Lord's activity in works of that

kind, and its characteristic features as an essential phase of His

historical manifestation.

The early history of Jesus must also form a part of our pre-

sent plan ; and it will be necessary to investigate the question, in

which sense the birth and youth of Jesus form essential parts of

His personal manifestation.

I. THE EARLY HISTORY OF JESUS.

§ 5. ^ General View of the Above

Tlie accounts of Jesus' early years, compared with those of Ilia

public life, stand in a different relation to the gospel preaching of
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the apostles and their coadjutors. For only the later events could

form the topic of a discourse intended to make proselytes. It

was the public life only which could found a new faith ; other

things could do no more than contribute to its support. And it

was of importance before unbelievers that the facts should be

attested by contemporary evidence. On this account Mark and

John begin with the public life, and even in the Acts, John's

baptism is adhered to as the starting-point of the apostolic testi-

mony (Acts i. 21, 22, X. 36-41, 37, 39, xiii. 24); and for the

same reason also the feast of the Epiphany is prior in historical

importance to that of Christmas. But, as the interest a believer

takes in the subject is different from tliat of an unbeliever, it be-

comes necessary to trace the life of Jesus to its source ; and this

requirement had to be satisfied in the gospels written for the

church. A more general Christian interest than that exhibited

in St. Matthew must be presupposed in the man to whom Luke's

Gospel is addressed. The evangelist himself evidently possessed

the extensive scheme and comprehensive grasp of the true his-

torian ; and his aim had in view the whole province of the attain-

able. Although this might have been possible by fictitious

narrative, either intentional and conscious, or unintentional and

mythical, yet authentic traditions and historical investigation

would be equally available for the same purpose ; and these were

accessible to the apostles and their contemporaries, who had our

Lord's mother living amongst them (Acts i. 14, cf. John xix. 26,

27). The objection that even the family of Jesus had no belief

in Him (John vii. ; Mark iii.) cannot be maintained. In the

expression of doubt concerning Him recorded by Mark (iii. 21)

Mary herself took no part ; and it is quite in the nature of things

that she should prefer to ponder in her own thoughtful spirit over

the earlier events, rather than make them known prematurely even

to her nearest relatives. In the case of our Lord's brethren, the

proverb about the prophet in his own country was certainly ful-

filled to the letter
;
yet they also believed after the resurrection.

Whether the accounts relating to this period are to be re-

garded as trustworthy, obviously depends upon the genuineness

of the opening chapters of Matthew and Luke.

(a) The genuineness of the first two chapters of IMatthew has

been often attacked and defended since the last quarter of the last

century. The external reasons against them founded on the nature



DIV. I, § 5.] GENERAL VIEW OF HIS EARLY HISTORY. -27

of the manuscripts will not bear investigation. The use of tlie

chapters in question amongst the fathers extends as far hack as

Justin, who, in his dialogue with Trypho, quotes as from Matthew

the Old Testament passages therein referred to, and manifestly

makes free use of him himself. Celsus, on the other hand, as we
learn from Origen, disputed the genuineness of these accounts.

They make good their claim, however, to he regarded as original

portions of Matthew's Gospel, not only by their language, which

might he laid to the account of the Greek translators, but also by

their whole general mode of expression. The Ebionites and the

Gnostics alike rejected them on dogmatic grounds. For these

dogmas made them necessarily averse not only to the history of

our Lord's birth, but also to the genealogy (in \vhich, ver. 1 6,

Mary is mentioned), and to the story of the magi ; for, according

to the Ebionites, who held that Jesus first became the Messiah at

His baptism, His star could not have shown itself so early.

(h) Against the genuineness of the first two chapters of Luke

only Marcion can be adduced, but his criticism proves nothing at

all. The only inference which can be drawn from the Jewish

vein of thought which runs through them, is that Luke met with

some earlier sources of information, which he regarded as com-

pletely trustworthy.

It only remains, therefore, to apply the principles of internal

criticism to the narrative itself, and that chiefly on the formal

ground of the relation which the two accounts bear to each other,

and their discrepancies or incompatibility. Both accounts are

undeniably of a fragmentary character. The only circumstances

they possess in common are the proof of our Lord's descent from

David (but dealt with in different ways), the account of His super-

natural generation, and of His birth at Bethlehem. Matthew's

narrative, however, is given from Joseph's standpoint, Luke's from

that of Mary ; and the two are therefore quite independent of

each other. Matthew's object is to demonstrate the Messianic

character of Jesus from His earliest youth by means of the history

of the magi, and of His rescue from the consequent peril of His

life, no less than by the genealogy and proof of His supernatural

birth. He is satisfied when he has attained this object, which he

clearly indicates by referring back to the Messianic prophecies

themselves. Luke has essentially the same object in view, re-

tracinjj as he does the connection between Jesus and John the
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Baptist to its source, adding some scenes from the childhood of

the former, which had impressed themselves deeply on the mother's

heart. Now, the fragmentary character of such a history of his

youth almost necessitates that one statement should deviate from

the other even to the extent of appearing to contradict it. But

there is no real discrepancy. For we can easily suppose that the

presentation in the Temple may have taken place before the ar-

rival of the magi. The statement at first sight opposed to this

(Luke ii. 39) is merely the form in which the evangelist passes

on to his main subject, the events which took place at Nazareth.

The return to Nazareth, by a journey of several days, imme-

diately after the presentation, is not in itself very probable ; but

the presentation must by no means be regarded on that account

as having taken place after the flight into Egypt. The fragment-

ary character, therefore, of these notices explains the difficulty of

the return to Nazareth appearing, according to Luke's account, to

follow upon the presentation, whereas it took place, as Matthew

relates, from out of Egypt ; and also the appearance, according to

St. Matthew, of Bethlehem having been their earlier abode. But

we must also notice that Joseph, from whose standpoint Matthew

proceeds, certainly belonged to Betlilehem, even though he may
have had no house there. (As to the double pedigree, see below.)

Thus much, at least, is proved by the existence of two accounts,

that there was not originally any 07ie of sole and undisputed

authority,—a fact perfectly consistent with the credibility of the

various existing narrations, of which each of the two evangelists

has handed down a portion in internal agreement with the other,

Matthew giving greater prominence to its retrospective bearing on

the Old Testament, Luke to matters of more purely historical

interest.

Thus the chief objection to the accounts, entertained even by

biographers of Jesus who otherwise admit the historical character of

the individual,—which, too, has afforded such facilities for attacks

like that of Strauss,—lies entirely in the tenor of the accounts them-

selves. People demur to the supernatural occurrences which are

related, not considering that the same objection, if valid, attaches

to the whole life no less than to the early childhood of Jesus : the

one is not more full of wonders than the other. If the truth of

tlie former be admitted,—of the noble and harmonious picture of

the life of Jesus as it is presented in the gospels, with every ro-
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quisite not only for leading captive but also for completely satis-

fying the human soul, the only picture which is at all adequate to

the true idea of Christianity and its world-wide importance and

activity,—then must we allow that the early history in Matthew

and Luke fully corresponds to the harmonious whole. It is entirely

owing to this miraculous manifestation that the higher life has

attained even its present degree of development in human nature.

And it is a sufficient answer to the speculation which finds this

miracle impossible, to point to the course of history developed

during the last two thousand years as the superstructure resting

on that foundation.

It must, indeed, be allowed that these accounts occupy a dif-

ferent position to that of the apostolic testimony to our Lord's

later life. For, as regards tliese earlier events, the apostles were

not eye but ear witnesses. We have, therefore, only two accounts

of this history, and there is but little which is related in both.

This circumstance, however, does not affect their credibility.

§ 6. Descent and Birth of Jesus.

The principal fact of the conception is unequivocally and

unanimously indicated by both evangelists. Matthew implies it

(i. 16) by the omission of the form ijevvrjae in the genealogy,

and verse 18 leaves no doubt on the point. The preposition

e/c excludes every other explanation, as, for instance, in conformity

with the Holy Ghost, i.e. with foregoing propliecy, or in a manner

well pleasing to the Holy Ghost, approved of God, and not

criminal in the eyes of man. In addition to this, however, all

such interpretations are excluded by the historical connection in re-

gard to the behaviour of Joseph. A natural conception by another

man,—a crime, according to national ideas, worthy of death,

—

does not agree with either of tlie above-mentioned explanations.

The sense is therefore clear. It is a conception brought about

without man's participation by the creative power of God. And
precisely the same fact is undeniably asserted by St. Luke also.

The negative side of it is expressed by Mary (i. 34), and the

positive by the angel (i. 35). The ayiov (neuter, because it is

the yet impersonal foetus) will be the Son of God, in the same

immediate creative sense as Adam (iii. 38); so that here also we
are referred to the creative power of God, to the exclusion of

any masculine human agency.
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The foremost objection urged against these accounts is, that

they are internally contradictory. Although the details follow one

another easily and conformably to fact,—viz. the announcement to

Llary, Mary's visit to Elisabeth, the announcement to Joseph, and

our Saviour's bu-th,—still a contradiction is supposed to lie in the

fact, that the second angelic message followed as a simple repeti-

tion, without reference to the first, and with no blame for disbelief

in the earlier one, and that between Mary and Joseph themselves

no explanation had taken place. Now, there could have been no

such reference or blame if Joseph were unaware of the earlier

angelic message. But if he knew of it, the mere agreement be-

tween the two messages would doubtless have at once removed

all uncertainty from his mind. And yet the very naturalness of

the doubt, in the face of the unprecedented nature of the fact,

would have removed all cause for blame. Besides which, it is

uncertain whether Mary had thus early communicated it to him.

But, in our ignorance whether she had in the interval any oppor-

tunities of confidential intercourse with him on the subject, or was

not rather obliged to leave it in higher hands, we nmst pronounce

her too free from blame. Thus no blame attaches in any case to

either, and the accounts are natural and consistent.

But the event itself has of late been impugned on physico-

theological grounds,—the attack being directed (1) physiologically

against the circumstance of the miracle
; (2) theologically against

the purpose of it. As regards the latter, others have adopted

Schleiermacher's view, that the exclusion of the merely paternal

participation would not have sufficed to secure perfect sinlessness

in the new life, which end, however, might have been attained by

the mere purification of both sources of parentage alike. But

this view quite overlooks the main point involved, namely, the

exclusion of the sensual act of generation, which exclusion would

entirely alter the maternal participation (cf. John i. 13). Thus,

then, the fact appears quite adequate to the object in view ; and,

this object being parallel to that of creation itself, it is difficult to

understand why a creative act, setting aside the laws of nature,

could not possibly have been performed, those laws being them-

selves established only by the act and purpose of creation.

A further objection against the supernatural conception is of an

historico-exegtitical character, and is founded partly on the silence

of tlie rest of the New Testament on this point, partly on doctrines



DIV. I. s 6.] HIS DESCENT AND BIRTH. 31.

and facts held to be opposed to it. (a) The evangelists Matthew

and Luke, it is said, make no further allusion to it. But this was

unnecessary, since they had already given such decided promi-

nence to the fact. And when the expressions parents and fatlur

occur (Luke ii. 41, 48), we must surely assume that they are

used in the sense required by the immediately preceding narra-

tive. In the same way, the fact of the Davidical genealogies

running through Joseph is a proof that the evangelists at least

did not regard these genealogies as contradicting the conception.

Again, to suppose that Jesus Himself, in the face of depreciatory

expressions as to His descent, should have referred to the mode

of His origin, is nothing less than absurd ; for this would only

have exposed Him to fresh obloquy. He did all that could pos-

sibly be required in bearing witness to Himself simply as the Son

of His heavenly Father, in the only true sense of that expression.

(6) Allowing that the epistolary portion of the New Testament

does not mention the fact (not even Eom. i. 3 ; Gal. iv. 4 ; Heb.

vii. 3), the omission is of no importance. For it was not neces-

sary to put this truth prominently forward in founding Chris-

tianity, but it was much more to the purpose of the apostles'

teaching first to plant a faith in the higher nature of Jesus, from

which faith the admission of the fact in question would neces-

sarily follow, (c) But it has also been said that John's view of

the incarnation, and of the indwelling of a divine hypostasis in

Jesus, contradicts the conception by the Holy Ghost. So far from

contradicting, his doctrine even requires it ; for how coidd the

result have been brought about without such a conception ? This

argument becomes irresistible when supported by the statement in

John's Gospel, that what is born of the flesh is flesh, {d) Nor is

it of any importance that Mark also, in his abridgment, passes over

this fact unmentioned.

To the untenableness of the above-named objections, must be

added the difficulty of assigning a mythical origin to the narrative.

The facts brought forward to connect it with Old Testament ideas

are of an entirely different nature. Something beyond a differ-

ence in degree must surely exist between distinguished men born

of aged parents, and also the term son of God as applied to kings

and heroes on the one hand, and to Him who owed His origin to

no human father on the other. It is not only probable, from the

scantiness of our information, but, from Justin's Dialogue with
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Trypho, it is certain, that Isa. vii. was not interpreted messiani-

cally by the Jews. We must also bear in mind that the truth in

question was most violently attacked by the Ebionites ; and that the

LXX. has been blamed for its translation 7rapdevo<i in this passage.

But if the Jewish line of reference is closed against us, still less

can the origin we are contending for be explained by an appeal

to heathen analogies of sons of gods and various incarnations,

all resting on entirely different hypotheses, apart from the ex-

trinsic improbability of the idea as regards a narrative which

belongs to the Hebraistic elements of St. Luke. This much alone

is evident from these analogies, that the premonitory tendency of

subjective religion is towards a reunion of the divine and human,

which finds its completion in the divine origin and person of

Christ. The Christian doctrine of a regeneration by the Spirit,

the whole tenor of which being so entirely different, cannot have

given occasion to the narrative. And still less can it be referred

to an over-estimate of the unmarried life ; for the gospels presup-

pose that a real marriage between Mary and Joseph was after-

wards consummated. Thus the mythical view is refuted by its

internal impossibility.

On the other hand, it may be assumed that the whole course of

New Testament development, which leads on from facts to ideas

and doctrines, will not prove to have belied itself. Even the

conttrring of the name of Jesus is, if not a convincing, yet a

supporting proof, of the historical nature of the occurrence. The

significance of the fact,—and that it has significance is evident from

the "therefore" (Sio) of Luke i. 35,—lies in its being the starting-

point of a new life for mankind, a life of pure humanity. The

proportions of the synoptic view have not yet reached the point

of the incarnation, nor is absolute sinlessness as yet asserted any

more than in the case of Adam. But, by the exclusion of the

generative act from the origin, a higlier degree of purity was at

all events secured for the offspring. The personality, which was

tlius spared from being interwoven with the continuity of our

sinful nature, adopted from it so much only as was homogeneous

to its divine origin, and consequently bears within itself a purity

and power resulting from the divine consciousness, enabling

it to become a new starting-point for humanity. This is the

synoptical idea, answering to the Pauline comparison of Christ

with Adam, and to his apprehension of Him as the Lord from
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heaven (1 Cor. xv, 47), and as the life-giving Spirit (xv. 45, cf,

Eom. v. 12 ff.).

The reverse of the generation without paternity is the descent

from the race of David. Matthew and Luke give genealogies

which aim at proving Jesus to have been descended from David,

as in the character of the Messiah He must have been, and also

from Abraham as the first recipient of the theocratic promise. But

whilst Matthew confines himself to this, Luke goes back to Adam.

By connecting Jesus with the first man, he also places Him in

historical connection with all mankind, thus proving himself to be

a universalist of the Pauline school.

The genealogy of Matthew traces the descent from David

through Solomon and familiar royal names ; that of Luke, on the

other hand, by a series of obscure names through Nathan. The

latter has therefore been believed to be a genealogy of Mary,—an

opinion the more readily embraced, because it appeared to har-

monize better with the story of the conception. An old tradition

also speaks of the descent of Mary from David. This explanation,

however, does not harmonize with the words in Luke iii. 23,

whether Heli be regarded as father-in-law or grandfather. Further,

it appears to result from Luke ii. 4 and i. 27 that the evangelist

ascribed a descent from David to Joseph only ; and, lastly, the

genealogy of the mother would, according to Jewish ideas, have

had no weight at all. For this very reason, the union of the con-

ception with the genealogy, even if regarded as Joseph's, would

be in no way opposed to Jewish views of legitimate descent.

Nor do the two genealogies, even if they both refer to Joseph,

exclude each other. Their existence side by side may be explained

either by a marriage of two half-brothers, or more simply by
assuming that one gives the natural, the second the legal descent

through adoption. If we choose the latter supposition, the

marriage of Mary as an heiress into the line of David would at

any rate help to explain the old tradition of her descent from him.

All that has been proved hitherto is that such a mode of recon-

ciling the genealogies is not improbable. Other difficulties re-

main behind, such as the double mention of Zorobabel, and the

omission of the three kings. But the genealogy may still be

credible as a whole in spite of these difficulties, especially those of

them which arise from the abridgments not unusual in such cases.

Everjahing combines to prove that the descent of Jesus from

c
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David was not questioned by His contemporaries (cf. IMatt. ix, 2 7,

xii. 22 f., XX. 30 f. [Mark x. 47; Luke xviii. 35 ff.], xxi. 9;
[Acts ii. 30 ; Eom. i. 3, ix. 5 ; 2 Tim. ii. 8 ; Eev. v. 5, xxii. 16])

;

nor is His own testimony (Matt. xxii. 41-46) in any way opposed

to it. The importance attaching to this feature serves also to

explain His acknowledgment as the Messiah ; and the fact being

once admitted, it became a matter of the deepest moment on

historical grounds to trace out and compile the genealogies.

In accordance with a prevailing idea founded on Micah v. 1,

Bethlehem was the place of Jesus' birth. This is only mentioned

incidentally by Matthew (ch. ii. 1) ; but Luke states in detail, that

Joseph and Mary left Nazareth, their usual abode, and for the pur-

poses of the census travelled to Bethlehem, where the birth took

place. The supposition that Nazareth was their earlier dwelling-

place is not contradicted by Matthew (ii. 22, 23) ; for it might very

well have been a question with them at that time (having the child-

Messiah committed to their care), whether it would not be better

for them to live at Bethlehem on account of its near neighbourhood

to the sanctuary, and in order to avoid the associations connected

with Nazareth. That this is not more plainly expressed is due

to the fragmentary nature of the account.

But Luke enters more minutely into particulars, mentioning a

Roman census as the occasion of what followed. Now, it has

been thought improbable that either of them, and especially Mary,

should have gone to the place of their ancestry for such a pur-

pose. Yet recent investigations have shown that among the

Eomans every one was assessed at the place where he was a

municipal freeman ; and, moreover, according to later enactments,

women of independent fortune were liable to taxation. It is not,

however, stated that Mary was obliged to appear : she might have

followed so as to avoid being left behind without protection, and

exposed to slanderous reports at Nazareth. The question now
arises, whether at this time, under the government of Herod, a

Eoman census could have taken place. This is afiirmed by the

fact that Augustus left beliind him a complete rationarium and

hreviarium of the whole empire, which could be based only on a

census ; that he availed himself of the opportunity to assume

universal proconsular power ; and that on another occasion excep-

tions are cited to the universality of such a census, which prove

universality to have been the rule.
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We are here met by the difficulty that Quirinius (Luke ii. 2)

was not proconsul at this time, and that under him undoubtedly a

well-known census did take place (mentioned in Acts v. as well as by

Josephus), which, however, occurred twelve years later. To avoid

the necessity of altering the text, a distinction has been drawn

between the planning or beginning of the census, and its actual

carrying out or completion ; or Quirinius is not considered as pro-

consul, but only as commissary. But a better expedient than

either is to understand rrrpMrr) as a comparative, this usage occur-

ring both in Hellenistic and classical Greek. But even then the

expression would be ambiguous. Thus much, however, is certain,

that Luke, who was very exact in his dates, cannot have mistaken

the taxation twelve years later mentioned by himself, and that

even a chronological inaccuracy in this respect could not upset

the entire fact.^

It need occasion no surprise that Bethlehem is not mentioned

elsewhere in the gospels as our Lord's birthplace. If the con-

temporaries of Jesus took offence at His being a Nazarene (cf.

John vii, 41), the most obvious way of convincing them of His

Messiahship would have been to maintain against them the

erroneousness of their supposition ; but it was much more to His

purpose to do this in a different manner. On John i. 46 it is to

be observed, that Philip might perhaps not have been aware of

the birth in Bethlehem. And, moreover, had prominence been

given to this fact in the gospels, critics would no doubt have

inferred from it premeditation and untruthfulness.

§ 7. Fiist coming into public Notice, cincl early Life.

Luke relates how the wondrous birth was made known to

some shepherds of Bethlehem by a revelation of angels, and sub-

sequently, at the presentation in the temple, to two very aged

persons by a spiritual impulse from within. Mattliew tells of

the appearance of an unusual star, under the influence of which

some eastern magi, having arrived at the conviction of the birth

of the Messiah, came to do homage to Him.

According to Luke, the announcement was made to the shep-

herds of Bethlehem in the field by a vision of angels (first, ii. 9,

10, of one; then, 13, 14, of many). The angelic appearance can

^ [On this vexed and intricate question the treatise of A. "W. Zumpt, recently

republished in a more complete form, should by all means be consulted.

—

Tr.]
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excite no surprise in those who are at all conversant with the

spirit of the Scriptures. The world of spirits is represented

throughout the New Testament as forming with mankind the one

family of God (Eph. i. 10, [iii. 15 ;] Col. i. 20 ; Luke xv. 10
;

John i. 5 1). In the present case, the appearance of angels fulfils

its loftiest aim, first in the shepherds, whose Messianic faith is

proved by their conduct ; next in the parents of Jesus, to whom
they impart it ; and lastly in the whole Christian Church which

takes part in it. All the circumstances are in harmony with the

whole life of Jesus ; and there are no grounds for a mythical

hypothesis founded on such inadequate analogies as are afforded

by divine appearances to shepherds, and the glorification attend-

ing the birth of some great men.

The second announcement is connected with the religious acts

which were commanded, partly with reference to the mother,

partly to the child (Lev. xii. 2-8
; Ex. xiii. 2 ; Num. xviii. 15).

The child, brought by His mother with this object to Jerusalem,

two miles from Bethlehem, was there recognised by Simeon, a

very aged man living in constant expectation of the Messiah

(whom some without any ground have wished to identify with

the father of Gamaliel), and also by an aged prophetess called

Anna. No merely natural explanation of this incident will

suffice. The whole is brought about by the stirring of the divine

Spirit. Susceptibility to impression meets by divine arrange-

ment with a fulfilment, Avhich in the narrative is described as

miraculous, by everything being directly traced back to the work-

ing of the Holy Spirit. Simeon speaks as one deeply imbued with

Messianic aspirations under the Old Testament dispensation ; and

the manner in which the widow is introduced is full of historic

truth, without a trace of mere embellishment and display. It

were a disparagement of individual religious need to misjudge

the divine purpose, on account of its limitation to these indi-

viduals. Neither the parallel between this scene and that of

John's circumcision, nor the desire of glorifying both, will at all

explain how the account can have originated in a myth. So far

from this, each event bears a construction of its own.

The third announcement differs from the two preceding in

referring to heathen,—certain Persian priests and astrologers, for

this without doubt the magi were,—who, having had their atten-

tion aroused by some celestial phenomenon, inquire after the
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Messiah in Jerusalem, are directed to Bethlehem, and there find

Him. Messianic hopes had spread from Israel over the whole

eastern world. Here they became connected with astrology.

These men were led either by an astrological conjecture, or by

some extraordinary phenomenon in the heavens ; most probably

the latter, for there is nothing surprising in the connection of

such an appearance with the birth of Jesus. Thus the hopeful

forebodings of men in widely different spheres received their fulfil-

ment (Mic. V. 2), and were brought home to expectant hearts. The

natural and supernatural react upon each other in every part of this

occurrence. What the magi experienced in Jerusalem, and what

led them thence to Bethlehem, has a perfectly natural appearance.

Again, the danger and delivery of the young child, which

followed these events, form a narrative perfectly consistent in

itself, and bearing the stamp of unvarnished history. Certainly

some passages from the Old Testament are applied to it by a

forced interpretation. This can only be due to the impression

made by the facts on the public mind having called forth this

interpretation. Here also the supernatural element steps in, but

always in harmony with the natural course, as in the dreams

which always further the progress of events. The history, too,

harmonizes in a singular degree with the well-known cruel and

cowardly character of Herod. His calculations, resting on the

guileless nature of the magi, and guarding against the possibility

of arousing any suspicion in their minds, were perfectly accurate,

and must have succeeded but for the divine interposition.

Josephus relates nothing of this, as, upon principle, he says

nothing about Jesus. Tradition has, indeed, often associated

scenes of danger with the early history of great men ; but this

is no reason why all extraordinary destinies should be untrue.

There is nothing in the Old Testament on which such a myth
can rest. The whole narrative is so simple and free from all

the exaggeration of tradition, that it even gives no intimation of

the full signification of the principal event.

The history of the magi is followed by the settled residence

of Jesus at Nazareth during His youth. Matthew derives His

appellation of ISTazarene (ii. 23) from a passage in prophecy, pro-

bably referring in his own mind to Isaiah xi., where the Messiah

appears as a tender branch [i^*?. (netser)] springing out of an old

and mutilated stem. Jesus dwelling in the dim obscurity of
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Nazareth thus appears to the evangelist, who is guided rather by-

deeper associations of a general prophetic character than by the

wording of any particular passage, but still retains the formula

of quotation {8ia roiv 'Kpo(^r)Toiv). We see, moreover, by his

apphcation of Hos. xi. 1, and Jer. xxxi. 15, that he has also

in mind a deeper connection and the typical analogy of the

sacred history.

Luke mentions the gradual and undisturbed development of

the boy, for which the retirement of Nazareth was exactly suited.

Some excitement from without may be necessary to the develop-

ment of a nature even the most original ; but the more original

a nature is, the better the commonest conditions will suffice.

These are here supplied in a pious family life, in the national

traditions, and, above all, in the grand revelations of Holy Scrip-

ture to which the youthful Jesus had access.

It was perfectly natural for Him to visit the temple in His

twelfth year, at which age children were considered old enough

to do so ; and while there He mixes with the doctors, according to

the usual custom of the disciples of the rabbis. In all this, as well

as in a moderately wealthy rabbi taking an interest in the child, or

even inviting Him to his house, there is nothing at variance with

the spirit and customs of the time. The case of Samuel presents

only a very general resemblance to this. A peculiar conscious-

ness is shown in the reply of Jesus to His mother, especially on

account of the antithetical tone of these words ; but He expresses

nothing more than perception of a deeply-seated unity with God.

Whether the Messianic idea was as yet joined with this in His self-

consciousness, is of course uncertain ; but that idea is so simple

and genuinely human in its universality, that it is difficult to see

how it could be absolutely incompatible with the self-conscious-

ness of a child. The narrative is also a voucher for the absence of

all special means of cultivation in His earlier years. Even if the

term rabbi was subsequently applied to Him from the very com-

mencement of His public life, this proves nothing as to any

special education, for any one setting up as a teacher might be so

called. TtKTcov also may mean carpenter's son, but no objection

can be founded upon His having shared Joseph's occupation.

Nothing can be more unhistorical than to picture Him in connec-

tion with any particular sect.
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11. CHEIST'S PEEPAEATION FOE, AND ENTEANCE
UPON, HIS PUBLIC MINISTEY.

§ 8. Ministry of the Bcqjtist.

The gospel history was regarded by the evangelists as begin-

ning with that of John the Baptist : this was also the view taken

by Jesus Himself (Luke xvi. 16, etc.), and the evangelists there-

fore gave it an early and prominent place in their accounts (Matt.

iii. 1-12; Luke iii. 1-20; Mark i. 1-8). Even John has in

effect adopted the same plan, by commencing with the Baptist's

testimony of Jesus (John i. 1 9—3 7) ; and his later history is inter-

woven with the gospel narrative (Matt. xi. 1 ff., xiv. 1 ff. ; John

iii. 23 ff.). The sources are copious enough; and we have, in

addition, the testimony of Josephus for it {Ant. 18). Luke only

gives also John's early history, the extraordinary events of which

are less to be wondered at, if looked upon as showing the divine

arrangement, by their suitability both to the existing circum-

stances and also to the prophecies of the Messiah's forerunner.

The early history of John is, besides, so interwoven with that of

Jesus, that the two must stand or fall together. The gospels

understand his appearance not as something accidental, but as

a high necessity attested by Old Testament prophecy. Isaiah

(xl. 3) and Malachi (iii. 1, 23) had both predicted the forerunner

;

and, according to the latter, the expectation of Elias' coming had

grown into a popular belief (Matt. xvii. 10 ; John i. 21). Jesus

Himself declares this prophecy to have found its fulfilment in

John (Matt. xi. 14, xvii. 12). Before the appearance of the

Messiah, the fiery spirit and incorruptible judicial severity of

Elias were to recall the people and their leaders to the true mean-

ing and spirit of the old law, and the moral side of the Messianic

expectation was thus to be introduced. Such was John's voca-

tion (Matt. xvii. 11), not arbitrarily assumed, but delegated to

him expressly from above (Luke iii. 2 ; John i. 33).

The whole scope of John's preaching was in harmony with this

design. By the requirement of repentance, he announced the

near approach of the kingdom of God, and also its moral cha-

racter
;
showing his insight into the nature and divine economy

of this kingdom, by declaring that it did not depend upon descent

from Abraham, but upon a moral and religious conversion. In
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the universal requirement of repentance lie taught the universality

of sin, and accordingly depicted the Messiah as the all-searching

Judge ; but he applied himself also to the various forms of sin, —
to the most deeply seated corruption as well as to the special

modes of individual wrong-doing. The Baptist, too, stood forth

as the personal embodiment of repentance, and thus strengthened

the effect of his exhortations.

His chief course of action was the combination of symbolical

baptism with his preaching. The direct and indirect objects of

this baptism were, respectively, repentance and the forgiveness of

sins. At the same time it pointed to the Messiah ; but, not being

effectual for securing the Messianic salvation, merely having been a

baptism of water in contradistinction to the baptism of the Spirit,

only a symbolical character can attach to it. It was a divine

summons to repentance with reference to belief in the Messiah

;

and as a personal acknowledgment of the need of redemption,

confession of sins was joined with it. If we ask on what grounds

the choice of this symbol for the Baptist rested, Jesus Himself

(Matt. xxi. 25) points in a sufficiently marked manner to the

prophet's divine authorization. But this does not supersede the

want of an occasion connecting the rite with some external cir-

cumstance. It was long thought that such a link had been dis-

covered in the Jewish custom of baptizing proselytes ; but more

careful researches have shown that the existence of this custom

cannot be traced back further than the destruction of Jerusalem.^

Nor would such an origin accord with the intention of John's

baptism, which did not involve the idea of admission into a new
community. The most probable explanation is, that it was a

prophetico-symbolicol act, such as we find recorded of prophets in

the Old Testament, and connected with a prophetical type of the

prior dispensation. The idea of a moral purification was associated

with the Messianic times, and this was expressly represented under

the form of cleansing with water (ct. Ezek. xxxvi. 25, [xxxvii. 23
;]

^ [This assertion can hardly be maintained. The hostility felt by the Jews

to Christianity renders it hi<^h]y improbable that, after the promulgation of the

new faith, the Jews should have adopted so distinctively Christian a rite.

There is good reason to believe that this simple and natural custom, so prevalent

among all the religions of antiquity, was really in use from the captivity, if not,

as some think, long before. Cf. Bengel, das Alte der Jiid. Proseiytcnlaii/e,

Tiibingcn, 1814.—Tii.]
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[Jer. xxxL 31-34;] [Joel iii. 1 ;] Zecli. xiii. 1, [xii. 10]). John

embodied this type in the symbolical act of his baptism.

The Messiah, whom John regarded as too high above himself

to receive at his hands a service which was too menial even for a

disciple to render to his master, is thus depicted by him in rela-

tion to His work : (a) As the spiritual Eenewer who was to bap-

tize with the Spirit and with fire. The idea of the spiritual

baptism was arrived at, by combining the two Old Testament

views of the outpouring of the divine Spirit on these times, on

the one hand, and with the personal endowment of the Messiah,

on the other. (6) A second characteristic of this work is the

judgment of the Messiah. This is directly contained only in the

synoptic accounts of the Baptist's discourses
;
yet in John, too,

whose narrative, (in part) more copious and therefore more ex-

posed to critical doubt, must always be compared, the same idea

is to be found in the exclusion (iii. 36) from life of whosoever

does not believe on Him. (c) A third mark follows, occurring only

in John, viz. the Messiah's ministry in purifying from sin (John

i. 29). The older interpretation here referred to the typical

paschal lamb and a sin-offering ; to which view it may fairly be

objected, that the lamb was not an offering of that kind, although

the name of atonement cannot be entirely excluded from it.

Against the obscurity of this interpretation must be set the clearness

which will result if we find therein an allusion to Isaiah liii. The

only question, then, is whether atpeiv means to take aioay merely,

or involves also the notion of personal suffering : both which views

are in themselves possible. But even in the first case, the taking

away would still, according to Isaiah's imagery, be effected by an

act of endurance ; so that in any case the whole expression con-

tains the idea of a purification from sin through sufiering, since

a third explanation, that of bearing suffering (afMapTia), is impos-

sible. This idea, however, John must have already arrived at

through his own baptisms, the very intention of which was to

prepare the way by repentance for the forgiveness of sins, which

was to be attained only through the Messiah. And even if John

afterwards entertained any doubt as to the character of Jesus,

nothing more is implied than his inability to account for the

delay in the Messiah's work. For a proper idea as to Jesus had

certainly not become familiar to the people ; and the disciples of

John, and even of Jesus, might not have attained to it.
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As to the person of Jesus, we have some express declarations

of the Baptist in John's Gospel. The first of these occurs at

i, 27 and 30, where His pre-existence is declared certainly in

•TrpwTo?, and probably in efiirpoadev also ; for the latter can

scarcely be interpreted to mean no more than pre-eminence, the

succeeding clause with otl being merely explanatory. The

material for this view of the Baptist is to be found in the 7th

chapter of Daniel, and also in the 5 th of Micah, which at least

admits of such an interpretation ; and, finally, in the many passages

where the coming of the Messiah is represented as the complete

manifestation of Deity, which might easily result in the recogni-

tion of a deeper relation between His person and God Himself.

Here, then, we have merely a recapitulation in its more spiritual

features of what was foreshadowed in the Old Testament, and

one which first explains to ns John's depreciation of himself as

compared with Jesus, as recorded by the synoptic evangelists.

Another passage (John iii. 32-36) presents greater difficulty, be-

cause it is an open question whether the evangelist or the Baptist

is speaking. The former view appears to be favoured by the

fact, that from the 3 2d verse onwards the personal mode of ex-

pression is not adopted ; that the paragraph contains some expres-

sions (as avoidev €p')(6fj,€vo<;) which elsewhere occur from the lipa

of Jesus ; and lastly, that the thoughts contained from ver. 325

would not be expected from the Baptist at this juncture. On the

other hand, the mention of the Spirit (ver. 34), and of the wrath of

God (ver, 36), does not harmonize so well with the evangelist's

range of thought, as with that of the Baptist from his purely pro-

phetical point of view. The opinions expressed are, doubtless, mainly

those of the Baptist, possibly with some colouring of the evan-

gelist's own views, but in all essential points true to their original.

Preaching of this kind, enforced by the whole bearing of the

man breathing the spirit of ancient prophecy, and standing out

in sharp opposition to the manners of the age, produced a great

popular excitement quite sufficient to account for the deputation

of the Sanhedrim mentioned by the evangelist (John i. 19).

But although John could not fail to draw down upon him the

public notice of the governing body, his views, especially his

apprehension of the Messiah, were not yet so decidedly developed

as to allow them to take in at first siglit the distance which really

lay between tlie Baptist's sphere of thought and their own. The
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impression lie made, however, although it procured him some

real enemies (Matt. xxi. 24 ff.; Luke vii. 30), led also, as is

specially mentioned by Luke (iii. 15), to some genuine feeling of

expectation. It is true, indeed, that there were many—the Phari-

sees especially—who took no part in it (Matt, xxi, 24 ff.) ; and

even his own disciples, whom he had under special instruction

(John i. 35, iii. 25 ff. ; Matt. ix. 14 ; Luke xi. 1), could not in

all cases reach his standpoint, and were on that very account

unable for a time to accept Jesus as the Messiah (Matt. xi. 2 ff.

;

Acts xix. 1 ff.),—yet the more thoughtful amongst them found

no difficulty afterwards in becoming disciples of Jesus (John i.

3 5 ff), And in the fact of many of the inhabitants of Perea going

forth of their own accord to meet Him (John x. 40 ff.), we see

an afterworking of the first lively impression made by John's

preaching. How John gradually moved out of Perea into Herod's

dominion, rebuked his sins, and hereupon was first detained

prisoner with a certain amount of liberty, and then sacrificed by
Herod, is known from the gospels, and corroborated by Josephus,

since the reason he gives for Herod's conduct,— viz. that the

king feared the influence of the Baptist upon the people,—is a

natural complement of the other. It was through this influence

that the censor of morals would first be thoudit dangerous.

§ 9. Personal Relation of the Baptist to Jesus.

Jesus and the Baptist were contemporary ; and the statements

in Luke as to the appearance of both in public c[uite harmonize

with what we know about the time of the birth of each. The
difference of a year or less in their entrance upon public life is

quite sufficient to account for all that was done by John before

the appearance of Jesus. Their work was still for a time con-

temporaneous
; and if in Matthew and Mark John the Baptist

appears to have been thrown into prison before Jesus began His
work in Galilee, this must be understood of His second sojourn

there, which is later than that recorded in John ii. The relation-

ship of their mothers allows us to suppose that they were per-

sonally known to each other ; but whether any closer intimacy

existed between them is uncertain, and John's Nazarite vows
make rather against such a supposition. At the baptism, it is

shown (Matt. iii. 13-15) that John knew Jesus even on the

side of His spiritual and moral personality ; but an insight into
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our Lord's Messianic vocation, or at least the divine certainty on

the point, was not opened to him until after that event, and in

this sense he had not before known Him (John i. 33). Their

first meeting, as well as their subsequent conduct, claims for

both of them a completely independent and self-reliant position.

Each follows his own divinely appointed calling. Jesus was no

disciple of John ; nothing was concerted between them ; and John

still pursued his own course, even after his meeting with our Lord.

The fourth gospel alone relates that John expressly bore wit-

ness to Jesus as the IMessiah in familiar intercourse with his own
disciples (John i. 29 ff.). That the Synoptists do not mention

this is sufficiently explained by their plan : in them the history

of the Baptist is made to precede the public appearance of Jesus,

whilst in the fourth gospel it is from the very first interwoven

with the texture of the narrative. Notwithstanding that testi-

mony, the Baptist did not attach himself to Jesus ; so long as

men had to be prepared for the coming of the Messiah, his

special vocation also continued. He remained a prophet, although

gifted with the clearest prophetical view of the immediately

pending fulfilment ; and, consistently with his pure moral cha-

racter, he readily subordinated himself to the higher and freer

spirit. But as soon as John came to regard his imprisonment as

the divinely appointed limit to his mission, he expected the

immediate public appearance of the Messiah, and the rapid de-

velopment of powerful attestations of His work. And when
appearances seemed rather to belie this expectation, the dark

stillness of his dungeon called up doubts in the prophet's mind,

and he sent to demand from Jesus Himself tlie solution of the

difficulty ; but at the same time that he put the question, bore

witness that his confidence was not yet extinct (Matt. xi. 2 ff.).

As John bore witness to Jesus, so did Jesus testify of him

before the people and His disciples as His forerunner and the

promised Elias (Matt. xi. 11 If., xvii. 11-13). In the first

passage He declares him to be, if not the greatest prophet, at

least surpassed by none, but yet inferior to any member of the

heavenly kingdom : this expression, however, does not exclude

John from all knowledge of Jesus and the gospel. It is plain that

our Lord presupposes John's divine calling, since He (Matt. xxi.

25-27) refers the chiefs of the people to it. In John v. 33 He
appeals from the Jews to John's witness, but not as to his
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highest testimony. It is evident that He does not rest upon tliis

alone, His consciousness having a different basis ; but He attaches

importance to it solely on the Jews' account. And this is no

less in accordance with the position of the forerunner as an in-

tegral member of the history of Jesus, than it is consistent with

the independence of both.

This historical conception of the gospels is best attested by the

fact of its essential correspondence with the Old and New Testa-

ment dispensations, as well as with the historical relations. The

appearance of Jesus would, but for this, be an accidental and

isolated fact, and that of the Baptist alone both obscure and pur-

poseless, Christianity was based upon, and predicted in, the Old

Testament ; and their intimate connection was stamped at the very

beginning of the gospel by the appearance of a great restorer of the

law. This is according to nature, and thus God works in history.

§ 1 0. The Baptism of Jesus.

Matt. iii. 13-17; Mark i. 9-11; Luke iii, 21, 22; John i,

31-34, The fact is related only by the synoptic evangelists.,

because John's narrative begins at a later period, but he also

plainly alludes to it. The fact of Jesus having submitted to

this baptism loses all its obscurity and its apparent opposition to

His Messianic consciousness, if we rightly understand how His

will was kept in subordination to the divine preparation for the

development of His life, and also regard the rite itself as something

different from a baptism of repentance. This baptism was rather a

divinely ordered preparation for the introduction of the Messiah's

kingdom, and therefore subjectively a declaration of willingness to

take part in it. This declaration it was both possible and necessary

for Jesus to take part in. Herein He fulfils all righteousness

(hLKato(7vvrj), although He was of course exempted from the confes-

sion of repentance. And here we have the explanation of John's

scruples, who indeed expected Him at His preparatory baptism,

but failed to penetrate the reason of His participation in it. But

it was nothing less than our Lord's Messianic consciousness that

brought Him to the Baptist, whereby He saw clearly that the time

and manner of His public manifestation were not left to His own
choice. He therefore resigned His will entirely to the Father's

keeping, and thus submitted to baptism as much for His own sake

as for the effect of His example upon the multitude.
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With tliis baptism, however, is closely connected a miraculous

phenomenon, the opening of heaven, the descent of the Spirit on

Jesus in the form of a dove, and the testifying voice from on

high. Matthew and Mark describe this as a vision seen by

Jesus ; John gives it as the experience of the Baptist, his object

being to relate the testimony of the latter which resulted from it

rather than to record the fact itself. But none of the accounts

exclude the further manifestation which might be shared by the

people. Luke represents the occurrence for the most part in a

purely objective manner. That a miraculous event is in question

cannot be doubted. Some have thought this miracle opposed to

educated conceptions of God and heaven. But, inasmuch as the

evangelist John, whose idea of God is of the purest kind, has not

taken offence at it, the whole need not necessarily be regarded

merely as an inward vision, against which idea the accounts

speak pretty clearly. We must, however, regard the vision as of

a symbolical character, in wliich case there is nothing repugnant

either in the heaven cleft as it were with dazzling brightness, or

in the form of the emblematic dove, or in the voice from heaven.

But although presumptions derived from the Old Testament can-

not fail to be applied to the occurrence and its consequences,

they are totally inadequate to account for a poetical origin of the

narrative. Least of all can this be explained by the wish of

JudaizinfT Christians to make out that Jesus then first became the

Messiah. In the Ebionite account of the matter, as we know it

through the fathers, the Bible narrative has been evidently trans-

formed and dressed up to further the peculiar dogmas of that sect.

Jesus did not arrive at His Messianic consciousness through

His baptism and its attendant miracle. If He always possessed

this, its development was identical with that of His personal self-

consciousness, as is evident from the occurrence in His twelfth

year. The natural bringing about of that development lay in His

intimate acquaintance with the divine word on the one side, and

with the human race and its need of redemption on the other.

For the Baptist himself, and through him for the people also, the

baptismal miracle was the unveiling of the Messianic person of

Jesus, and consequently the culminating point of John's baptism,

as well as the decisive turning-point lor the beginning of the

Messianic kingdom. It was also the sign by w^hich Jesus would

recognise the commencement of His Messianic activity : it was



DIV. I. § 11.] THE TEMPTATION OF JESUS. 47

for Him the word of the Father pointing out His path,—of the

Father who reserved to Himself to determine the epochs of His

kingdom (Mark xiii. 32 ; Acts i. 7). But with this was doubt-

less also connected an inner operation, a change in our Lord's

consciousness. The anointing with the Holy Ghost is only a

general expression for this. He had the Messianic consciousness :

He knew Himself to be sinless and in unity with God in a way

which distinguished Him from all other men. But there might

be something still wanting to the activity of His Messianic con-

sciousness. This is the perception of the explicit existence of His

Messianic power. The Word made flesh may easily be conceived

apart from His stepping forth thus into public life and action.

And with this something new springs up within Him ; and just as

external, no less than internal, causes contribute to every kind of

natural development, so in this case also divine influence from

without must needs be exerted, through which His latent Messiah-

ship was roused into activity. In this public manifestation it

assumes the decidedly prophetic form ; and the descent upon Jesus

of the Spirit of prophecy constitutes this stage in the development

of the God-man's personality.

§ 11. Tlie Temptation of Jesus.

There is an internal connection, independent of mere sequence,

between the baptism of Jesus and His temptation (Matt. iv. 1 ff.

;

Mark i. 1 2 f. ; Luke iv. 1 ff.) ; for it is the Spirit which came

upon Him on the former occasion that leads Him into the wilder-

ness. Ere He makes His public appearance. He must first be

inwardly proved to be the active Messiah. The temptation thus

belongs to His Messianic position. But this act of temporary

seclusion may be explained equally well on psychological grounds.

After the consecration, a season of earnest contemplation must

precede the Messianic activity He has now assumed. With this

is connected fasting, as a help to contemplation and undisturbed

communion with God. That it is a partial fast appears from a

comparison of several passages, such as Matt. xi. 1 8, of. iii. 4

;

Luke vii. 33 ; Acts xxvii. 33. The solitude brings home to Him
the position in which He stands as the Messiah, alone, and desti-

tute of all human aid. Hence the features of Mark's account

(i. 13). Here there is nothing accidental, but everything is

brought about in accordance with a higher divine necessity. But
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the evangelists are consciously giving a history of what really

occurred. Thus they represent it, and assign it its proper place

in relation to their whole statement. By them, at all events, it

was regarded as a fact. John's account does not begin until

after all this had occurred.

But although the evangelists represent what they are relating

as a real event, it still remains an open cjuestion whether it was

an external or an internal one. This much, at any rate, is cer-

tain, that on the latter supposition the subjective origin of the

temptation must be ascribed to Satan, since it cannot possibly be

supposed to have arisen in the person of Jesus. We must abso-

lutely reject the view that it was a mere inward operation, a

mere conflict of opposing thoughts in the growing mind of Jesus

Himself. The assumption of a dream is equally unsupported in

the text. The theory of a vision wrought by Satan has more pro-

bability, and even finds some support in the narrative, because an

external manifestation of the person of Satan is unprecedented

elsewhere in the sacred history, and because the change of loca-

lities in the temptation may be thought to present difficulty if

regarded as an actual occurrence. This, indeed, applies particu-

larly to the exhibition of all the kingdoms of the world in a

moment of time, which can hardly be regarded as a literal fact,

unless we suppose a vision to have added completeness to it.

The fact of Jesus being led by the Spirit into the wilderness has

also been interpreted in the same way. We are not, however,

tied down to this view in either case, particularly as at other times

Jesus Himself comes into supernatural contact with the spirit-

world, as was the case at the transfiguration and in Gethsemane

;

and also that Satan, if he exists, must also be capable of becom-

ing visible. The possibility still remains that, in the intention of

the evangelists, the event may have rested not on any outward and

material perception, but on an internal view, of such a land, how-

ever, as not to interfere with the objective reality of the temptation.

The acts of the temptation itself are three. The tempter

assails Jesus in the threefold tendency of the universally prevail-

ing impulses in human nature—the love of life, the desire for

honour, and the thirst for nde and acquisition. The temptation

has accordingly for its objects ungodly enjoyment, the tempting

of God, and self-seeking in its most perfect form ; and so far is

a moral trial universally applicable to human nature. The fii'st
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temptation was connected with a real need, and was intended to cause

Jesus to forsake His earthly vocation of suffering. The object of

the second was to induce Him to allow Himself to be singled out

as the object of God's special care in a danger of His own seeking.

The resources of individual temptation being exhausted, it re-

mained only to present to Him all the splendour of world-wide

dominion ; but here, too, Satan must needs manifest himself in

his true character, by exacting divine homage. Jesus repelled

him with the fundamental principle on which the Old and New
Testament alike rest. Step by step had He unmasked the evil

designs of the tempter, and at length opposed him with indigna-

tion. Two points may be observed in the twofold character of

the temptation. In the first place, Jesus remained free from all

evil inclination within, and was only accessible to temptation

from without. He was, too, throughout conscious of its complete

opposition to the divine order of tilings. Added to this, the fact

that neither His understanding nor His will for a moment faltered,

sufficiently proves the incorruptibility of His nature. Moreover,

upon this discomfiture of the tempter a threefold principle is

stamped, which we see running through the whole of our Lord's

IMessianic life : (1) never to employ the power which He possessed

in that character for His own advantage
; (2) never arbitrarily to

challenge extraordinary divine assistance ; and (3) never to make

the least concession to the kingdom of darkness for the sake of

attaining what seemed to be the most brilliant result.

The unhistorical view of the temptation explains it partly as a

parable, and partly as a myth. The first view is not only unsup-

ported by the narrative itself, but all analogy forbids us to believe

that without a figure Jesus would introduce His own person in

a parable. Nor is it much easier to admit that limitation of the

historical sense, according to which Jesus related parabolically a

real inward occurrence which was historically misunderstood by

His disciples ; for this would be to regard Jesus as the author of

such misapprehension, as He Himself on other occasions speaks of

Satan objectively and didactically. It was, however, the reluctance

to the embodiment of Satan which gave rise to this expedient.

But in the distinctive teaching of Jesus this reluctance finds no

support, and cannot therefore impel us to the mythical view which

is derived from it. The explanation of thr: narrative as a myth

involves considerable difficulties resting on external points. The

D
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occasion and purpose of the forty days spent by Moses and Elias

in the wilderness Avere both different ; and the fact of this num-
ber being of old customary among the people, only shows that as

a round number it might easily be applied to the narrative of this

event. But not only is the Satanic temptation of the IMessiah,

which is the leading idea, without parallel in the Old Testament

and the Jewish consciousness, but there are also certain indica-

tions that in the latter it would have been inadmissible. For, on

the one hand, they conceived too highly of the Messiah ; and, on

the other, they regarded Him only as the outward conqueror of

Satanic power, and that not in a mere ethical conflict. Neither

can the purport of the individual temptations be derived from the

Old Testament parallel of the temptation of the people in the

wilderness, the second and third temptations especially ; but, in

the case of the first also, the similarity is only apparent, inas-

much as with Jesus the fact of hunger is merely incidental, the

temptation essentially turning upon the working of miracles. The

historical truth of the narrative is further confirmed by the com-

plete harmony between the conduct of Jesus and the general

scope of His teaching ; which harmony rivets the whole upon

Himself. This conclusion is confirmed if we inquire where the

myth, if such it be, can have originated. Not certainly in a

circle biassed by Jewish prejudice ; for the views presented by the

tempter lay closer to the sentiment of that people than the ethical

ideal of the Messiah emanating from Jesus Himself. Conse-

quently the myth could have proceeded from no other source

than a narrow apostolical circle ; and here again such a violation

of historical truth is inconceivable. Doubtless Jesus Himself

imparted the history, hardly not till after the resurrection, as has

been supposed, but on such occasions as Matt. xvi. 21 ff. As it

is a fragmentary statement. He may perhaps have chosen from

the temptations to which He had been exposed, the three in

which the leading principles of His Messianic working were em-

bodied.

The event itself possesses both a dogmatic and an historico-

,dogmatic significance. With respect to the first, it proclaims in

Jesus His true but sinless humanity, and the also purely divine

and no less purely human character of His work. The suscepti-

bility to temptation is a point in the progressive development of

His life, at wliich its whole spiritual capacity must be gradually
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absorbed in His divine life. Over against Him stands the world

and sin concentrated in the person of Satan, who here comes in

as the tempter of the second Adam, as he had once before done

at the fall of the first, striving in both cases to frustrate the work

of God, truth and righteousness in mankind.

Historico-dogmatically the narrative indicates the time at which

the idea of the Messianic work, which Jesus was now on the point

of realizing, assumed within Him the form of a completed moral

fact. And thus the baptism and the temptation (the consecration

of the Messiah, the proving of the Messiah) may be regarded

together as the starting-point and type of His public life just then

commencing. In the one case, we have the manifestation of the

Son's divinity in the person of Jesus, and His complete subjection

to the Father; in the other, the most determined opposition to the

spirit of the world, set forth in action by His persistence in the

divine will And thus both accounts become not heterogeneous,

but homogeneous elements in the evangelical history ; and their

omission by St. John (apart from their being excluded by the late

commencement of his history) need cause no surprise, if we con-

sider the decided way in which he gives expression to the con-

sciousness possessed by Jesus, of the active opposition of Satan to

His person and His work (John xiv. 30).

III. THE PUBLIC CAEEEE OF JESUS.

§ 12. Jesus' Plan.

In applying the word "plan" to the course which Jesus pur-

sued, we must be careful to avoid the notion of anything arbi-

trarily fabricated, or generally resulting from His own inward

reflection. The ministry of Jesus was the unfolding of His per-

sonality ; but, by His grasping in the requisite manner that which

was inherent in Him, it assumed in Him the shape of definite

thought, and the work before Him became a decided resolution.

Using the word " plan" with the above limitation, we shall avoid

the error of applying it to any abstraction such as the kingdom of

truth and virtue, but shall take it as reterring to the definite

position in which the self-consciousness of Jesus stood to man-
kind of a certain race and at a particular time. The develop-

ment and guidance for thousands of years, firstly of the Israelitish
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people, and indirectly of the whole human raco, prepared the way
for His work. His plan was therefore of a Messianic character.

He has Himself declared as much by His connection with John

the Baptist, by declaring Himself as the Messiah before the' people

(Matt. xxi. 15, 16), before individuals (John iv. 26, ix. 37, x. 25),

and before the tribunal of judgment (John xviii. 37 ; Matt. xxvi.

64), as well as by the result of these declarations in the acknow-

ledgment of the disciples after His death.

The only point of difficulty here is, to determine how soon He
declared Himself as the Messiah (cf. § 30). In consequence, as

is asserted, of John differing from the Synoptists, as well as the

supposed uncertainty of their statements, it has been inferred that

Jesus did not until a late period fully comprehend Himself as the

Messiah (Matt, xvi.) ; that He was at first, perhaps, only a disciple

of the Baptist, and then only timidly and gi-adually appropriated

the Messianic idea to Himself, forbidding, and being alarmed at,

its expression on the part of others. In this way also have been

explained the different views into which popular opinion diverged

concerning Him, the more decided declarations of His character

having been transferred, as is supposed, to an earlier period by

mistake. But the hypothesis is erroneous, both that the declara-

tions of Jesus as recorded by St. John, and also that the demean-

our of men towards Him, were from the beginning fixed and

invariable. What at first brought disciples to Him was merely

the testimony of the Baptist ; and then undoubtedly the powerful

impression produced by His own person, which nevertheless He
confirmed in those who came to Him, not by any actual testimony

to His Messiahship, but only by hinting at the incomparable

height of His majesty (John i. 51), of which they were soon to

have other and different proofs. Appeals of this kind, however,

were only made to individuals peculiarly susceptible of them.

He comported Himself differently before a mixed multitude. He
performed miracles in Galilee, but did not declare Himself to be

the Messiah ; and similarly at Jerusalem He gave the sign of the

cleansing of the temple, but what He said of His own person was

still veiled in darkness ; and, indeed, it is expressly stated that He
did not confide in them, liecause He knew what was in them
(John ii. 24). He behaved diflcrcntly in Samaria (ch. iv.), where

He was again met by a more open susceptibility, and the Jewish

idea of a political Messiah did not confront Him. But to the
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Jews in Galilee aud Juclea He always speaks with tlie greatest

reserve as to the Messianic idea. In the 9 th chapter we see

Him after the mkacle of feeding withdraw Himself from the

excited multitude. He certainly speaks of the sublimity of His

person and mission, but at the same time keeps the Messianic

idea in the background, and clothes His discourse in an intentional

obscurity. Everything, including the mention of His death, points

to the idea of a spiritual aim, and is, in short, rather repellent to

the general multitude. The same reserve already shown to

Mcodemus, Jesus expressly manifests on principle in dealing with

questions and appeals on the subject of His Messiahship, both

from His own disciples (John vii. 2 and sq.), and from the people

(x. 24, and cf. vii. 40). This procedure formed part of His plan.

In Galilee He necessarily shunned the danger of fostering the

idea of a political Messiah, and of bringing on in Jerusalem a

premature catastrophe ; and the conduct of the disciples (Matt,

xvi.) is quite in accordance with that of their Master in this re-

spect. Peter's confession was no fresh rising light, but the con-

centration of all the rays which had liitherto shone upon them

;

and was brought about by Jesus as a conscious confirmation of

their faith against the shifting opinions of the multitude. If

public opinion still continued to fluctuate concerning Him, this is

accounted for not by any uncertainty in His own conduct, but

simply by the fact that the people expected quite a different

Messiah,—not a prophet going about the country teaching and

working miracles, but one who would seize the reins of government.

From all this we may conclude that Jesus, in unveiling His

Messianic dignity, observed that wisdom without which His plan

could not (humanly speaking) have succeeded. Nowhere, how-

ever, from the very first does He decline to acknowledge His

Messiahship, but rather admits it on every occasion (Matt. viii.

10-13, 29-32, ix. 18-26, 27-29, xii. 23 1). From the very

first He gives Himself out as the Messiah, most decidedly in the

sermon on the Mount, and in the discourse about John (Matt. xi.

12 ff.) ; but at the same time the confession of Him must grow out

of the contemplation of His deeds, for no otherwise could it rest

upon its true inward foundation. Even when He forbade the

blazing abroad of isolated deeds, no inward uncertainty is implied,

but, on the contrary, the most decisive self-consciousness which

employs wise reserve as cu^cumstances may require, either to
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prevent a momentary success only injurious to the true aim of

His ministry, or to lead those whom He healed to commune with

their own hearts, whenever loud rejoicing might have made any

deeper influence within them impossible. This intention is most

plainly seen in the prohibition which followed His Transfiguration.

Thus, then, everything leads us to the conclusion that, although

Jesus from the first apprehended His work as Messianic, He was

yet most carefully on His guard against allowing it to fall in

with the Messianic ideas of the time, and thus to cloud the purity

of His intentions. The more decidedly we can trace this pur-

pose, and the perfect discretion and self-denial which it gave rise

to, so much the more certain is it that from the very first He was

at full accord with Himself on the point.

The very opposition in which He thus placed Himself excludes

the idea of any purely political scheme on His part, such as some,

violating all history both of the gospel and the world, would have

wished to ascribe to Him. The whole spirit of His life-teaching

and ministry, no less than of His suffering and death, is against it.

There is no trace of political manoeuvre of any kind : the choice

of His apostles and disciples was clearly opposed to the idea.

His last entrance into Jerusalem was not, indeed, a purely acci-

dental circumstance, but intentionally pre-arranged, but yet is of

an entirely symbolical and prophetic character. He thus essayed

the last solemn impression of His person upon the people, but

with no political design, since He entered only to work as a

prophet by word and deed in the city and in the temple. But

it has been said that although Jesus did not Himself wish to

precipitate the catastrophe— the restoration of the throne of

David—by external violence, He yet expected it to be brought

about by divine arrangement through the interposition of

angels and higher powers. But the dominion which Jesus ex-

pected (Matt. xix. 28 ; Luke xxii. 30) was a renewal of the

world, called by Matthew iraXvyyeveaia, which comprehends the

resurrection, into the alwv fieWwv, in which, according to Luke

(xx. 35, 36), men shall be as angels. This surely is no political

expectation. Moreover (Matt, xxvi, 53), Jesus does not say that

He expects angels, but just the contrary. He could ask for them,

but then the Scripture would not be fulfilled (Matt. xvi. 27, xxiv.

30, 31, XXV. 31). The expected angelic appearances themselves

are far from having anything in common with the aims of worldly
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policy; and these are absolutely excluded by the fact that He
looks for the inauguration of His kingdom at a time when His

own suffering and death are presupposed (Luke xvii, 25 ; Matt,

xvi. 27, 28, 21, xxiv., xxv., xxvi. 1 ff.). It is this expectation

also which forbids our limiting His plan to a moral, and conse-

quently external, regeneration of His nation ; and the testimony

Ave possess to the universality of this renewal, no less than the

decided expectation of the fall of the Jewish nation, are equally

opposed to any such limitation. An attempt has been made to

vindicate the political side of Jesus' plan, by assuming that in

this respect His life is divisible into two periods. According to

this view, His original purpose was to found a theocratic kingdom

by spiritual means ; but this object He afterwards relinquished.

Above all, a great contrast is pointed out between the cheerfuli

and the melancholy frame of mind which characterized the earlier

and later portions of His life respectively. The contrast between

earlier cheerfulness and later melancholy is not very well defined;

compare only Matt. xi. 25-30, and also 20-24. And how
clearly, according to Matthew (ch. xiii.). He represented the diverse

effects of His word and everything connected with it even at an

early period ; and in the sermon on the Mount He foretold the

jDersecution of His disciples ; and in the conversation with Mco-
demus He spoke of His death (cf. § 13, 1). Hence these ideas

fall by their own weakness, since, as regards the assumption on

which they rest, no trace of the existence of such periods is to be

found in the evangelists.

What Jesus had in view was, therefore, the foundation of

God's kingdom as identical with the work of redemption (cf § 39).

In the sermon on the Mount, tliis kingdom was represented as

the kernel and substance of His work, and is so far ethical in its

character. And if this idea is not placed so prominently in the

foreground in the discourses chosen by John, it is nevertheless

borne ample witness to as a central idea in the conversation with

Nicodemus and in the answer to Pilate. His aim was a spiritual

and universal kingdom, as the consideration of His teaching on

the subject must show. And the cases of the centurion and of

the Samaritan woman go to prove that His only reason for limit-

ing His own operations, and, at first, those of the disciples, to the

Jewish nation, was to gain a firm foothold and starting-point for

His entire scheme ; but that He turned to the Gentile world
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wherever it could be done without hindrance to His higher aims.

His commission to preach to the whole world is quite consistent

with the fact that His disciples, even after His death, only gradu-

ally learned to fulfil it. Their prejudice was merely that the

Gentile world, in order to have a share in God's kingdom, must

allow themselves to be admitted into the theocratic union. This

tlicocratic union prescribed in the old covenant He Himself did

not as yet desire to dissolve, but rather to fulfil. He does not,

therefore, set Himself in revolutionary opposition to it ; indeed,

keeps the law in His own person, seeing that the old covenant

remains in force until superseded by the new, which it could not

be until after His death. His task was from the national form to

develope the eternal purport of the Jewish law ; and His own
general expressions as to the object of His life identify it partly

with the spiritual deliverance of the sinner, partly with the estab-

lishment ot God's kingdom. Both are united by the doctrine that

re]3entance or moral renewal is the condition of participation in

the kingdom of God. Thus it is represented in the Synoptists
;

and according to this, Jesus collects believers around Him, and

urges them to union with Himself He seeks to awaken them to

a sense of their moral need, and attaches Himself most closely to

those who give the clearest tokens of it. His person appears still

more in the foreground in John's Gospel, because His actions are

there represented rather in their life-giving than in their saving

aspect, and He is thus their positive central-point. The fact of

His person and its manifestation being the most imjjortant inci-

dents in the scheme, proves the significance of the proposition

that we must not attempt to take an abstract view of it. Not

only must we hold firmly to its historical foundation, but also

to the identity of Jesus' work with His historical appearance as

that of the divine life in mankind. Tiie universal and essential

spirituality of His plan, taken in connection with its entire de-

pendence on His person, gives it a perfectly unique character. No
founder of a new religion, no lawgiver, no philosopher, has ever

appeared with such an entirely universal aim, for none could ever

believe that he could redeem mankind. History abounds with

great projects of great men ; but the idea of tlie redemption of a

world, as it was realized in Him, stands absolutely alone : it could

only have proceeded from one whose nature was exalted far

above humanity.
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S 1 3. Execution of the Plan.

In speaking of the difficulties of this plan, it must be borne in

mind that Jesus was Himself perfectly aware ot them, and also

that the word is in its strict sense inapplicable, since the so-called

difficulties were included in the necessity of the divine scheme,

and belonged to the scope and tenor of the plan itself. Having

the deepest insight into human nature, He could not be deceived

as to the kind of reception which awaited Him. But deeper still

lay the knowledge of His intent to redeem the world. He there-

fore sets Himself and His mission in direct antagonism to it, and

regards the defeat of its opposition as His peculiar task. His view

of this opposition was, however, most comprehensive. According

to the parables in Matt, xiii., He foresaw not only that His word

would meet with a very unequal reception in the field of the

world, but also that the mass even of those who received it would

retain its heterogeneous character, 9,nd that no separation of

true believers before the judgment was advisable. He foresaw,

too, that the progress of His work, where it made any, would be

slow and gradual ; and, in accordance with these prospects, He
early prophesied His own death, and predicted to His disciples

the hatred of the world ; as, for instance, in the sermon on the

INIount, and in the charge He gave to His disciples (Matt. x.).

Thus He invited those who would follow Him to take up their

cross and deny themselves (Matt. xvi. 24, cf. Luke xii. 50 ff.,

xxi. 16, 17 ; John xv. 19, 20, etc.). With the clearest conscious-

ness He sees consummated in Himself and in His work, the same

opposition which the old covenant also had to encounter in the

world (Matt. v. 12 ; Luke xiii. 34; Matt. xxii. 29, 32 ff.).

Jesus' plan could only be carried into effect by the framer of

it being also the divine Eedeemer and one with the Father, as

represented by the evangelists ; and then the plan is merely the

revelation, and its execution the development, ot His own being.

And so it appears throughout the gospel history. Thus He invites

(Matt. xi. 25-30) the weary and heavy-laden to Himself, but reters

to the fact that the Father has committed all things into His

hands, and that He knows Him. So also in John xvii. Hence the

discourses which relate to the development and completion of the

kingdom of God refer also to His second coming, because the

completion of His work is identical with the gi^adual unveiling of
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His person. The more inseparable His work is from His person,

the less ground there is for the assertion that He relied upon the

ethical force of what He did, which force would continue to operate

without the influence of His life and name. On the contrary, He
lived in the conviction of the abiding continuance of His name.

The hypothesis that Jesus was connected with, or at the head

of, a secret society, carries with it its own overthrow. For no

traces of such a society are to be found in Palestine, with the

exception of the Essenes (and with them Christianity has nothing

in common as regards its origin), a sect characterized by an ideal

and reformatory character. But whereas the fundamental prin-

ciple amongst the Essenes was obedience, not to the Levitical law,

but to an ascetic rule peculiar to themselves, the spirit of freedom,

which is the very essence of Christianity, finds no explanation

amongst them. There is another important difference between

Christianity and the Essenes, the latter, as it appears, excluding

any idea of a Messiah. And besides this, the supposition of a

secret society finds no support in the gospel history. The conduct

of Jesus is throughout entirely open. The fact that He frequently

sought solitude, and that Nicodemus came to Him by night, may
be otherwise explained. His every step was soon watched and

scanned with hostile intent
;
yet there is no trace of any secret

system of instruction or discourse. Matt. x. 2 7 treats of the un-

veiling of what had up to that time been hidden (cf. also ch. xiii.).

In John xviii. 20, He refers to the publicity of His office as

our instructor ; and He draws the attention of His disciples to

this (Matt. x. 26, 27 (cf. v. 14-lG); Luke xii. 3). In accord-

ance with this, too, they lived and acted after His death.

Thus, then. His ministry consisted in His prophetic life and in

His death, which was thereafter to be accomplished.

IV. EXTERNAL VIEW OF HIS PUBLIC MINISTPY.

S 14. Choice and Education of the Disciples.

The synoptic accounts represent the public ministry of Jesus to

have Ijegun after the temptation, and almost innnediately upon

the imprisonment of John the Baptist, when Jesus withdrew into

Galiluc (Matt. iv. 12). This was no doubt His second visit



DIV. I. §14.] CHOICE AND EDUCATION OF THE DISCIPLES. 59

tliitlier, preceding a short stay in Galilee, during which the miracle

at Cana occurred, as well as a sojourn at Jerusalem, when He
purified the temple, and in Judea generally, where His disciples

met with John ; all these incidents being related by the fourth

evangelist. The synoptic statement mentions only one visit of

Jesus to Jerusalem, at the last passover ; whereas, according to

John, He was often there. This is explained by supposing that

Matthew's scheme was the groundwork for the others (cf. § 3).

The latter, however, was called to the apostleship later than others

(ix. 9, cf iv. 22), and he, as well as the others, record a temporary

absence of the disciples (Matt. x. ; Mark vi. 7-13). Jesus might

well have repaired to Jerusalem at such a time accompanied by a

select few ; and this is rendered more probable by comparing Luke

ix. 12 with John vi., according to which the miracle of feeding

was preceded by a temporary absence of the disciples, as well as

by a sojourn of Jesus in Jerusalem. The Synoptists, and IMatthew

especially, only follow the chronological order so far as to make

the end develope itself from a certain point (Matt, xvi.), the earlier

discourses as preparatory to this being clearly distinguished from

the later. Distinctly marked chronological periods are found in

John only, who mentions altogether three passovers (ii. 13, vi. 4,

and xi. 55 [xii. 1 ff.]). The feast mentioned at v. 1 is certainly

not a passover ; and from this results a period of two years and

a few months, in which Jesus' public ministry is comprehended.

Jesus spent the greater part of this time in Galilee, a half-heathen

district, which He no doubt chose on account of the powerful race

who dwelt there, and because the inhabitants being less exposed

to pharisaic influences. He was safer there from insidious attacks.

On the other hand, the disaffection which prevailed there de-

manded greater caution in unveiling His Messianic purposes. It

is hardly necessary to take into account the short sojourns in

Samaria (John iv.), and in Syrophenicia (Matt. xv.). Herein

Jesus acted on the principle pronounced in Matt. x. 5. A longer

time, on the whole, is allotted to Judea and Jerusalem; for, although

we cannot determine certainly how long He stayed there after the

first passover, it appears, from a hint in His conversation with the

Samaritan woman, to have been late in the autumn when He re-

turned into Galilee. Some part of the second year, before the

third passover, was spent in Perea (Matt. xix. ; Mark x. ; John x.

40-42) ; and in the interval Jesus attended several feasts at
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Jerusalem, of which John mentions that of tahernacles (vii.), and

of the dedication (x.) in the winter. Add to this the time of His

sojourn at Jerusalem during the unknown feast, and at least a

year remains for the duration of His active life in Galilee. This

also explains the partial view of Christian antiquity derived from

the synoptic account, that the whole of Jesus' public ministry lasted

only one year, thus excluding the times of His attendance at the

feasts. There are, however, some traces even in the Synoptists of

an earlier sojourn in Jerusalem, before the final one (see § 3).

Although Jesus selected Capernaum especially as the scene of

His ministry, yet He also passed through Galilee in various

directions, and made use of the institutions of the synagogue

for giving lectures on the Sabbath. But, not limiting Himself to

this. He taught in the open air, on the sea-shore, from a moun-

tain, etc. Add to these His operations in Jerusalem, where at

the feast He met wdth His countrymen coming from foreign

countries (the "E\\r]ve<;, for instance, at the last passover), and

could thus extend the sphere of His labours without abandoning

the Jews as the primary objects of His mission. The general cha-

racter of His ministry was the prophetic declaration of the divine

will and counsel distinctly interpreted and forcibly applied. He
came to announce the divine decree for the establishment of a new

and different theocracy. For this very reason, it was not a ques-

tion of raising the Jewish people at any fixed date above the

position they had attained, or to help them over a difficult crisis

in their history. His object was to complete what had been in

preparation during the whole of the foregoing dispensation, and,

by breaking through its husk of exclusiveness, to help into full and

universal development the now well-matured germ which lay as a

kernel within it. The form, therefore, of His preaching was not

that ot isolated oracular utterances, but of a comprehensive de-

velopment of doctrine. The task of all other propliets was merely

to announce, but Jesus was in a higher sense a divine instrument,

in that He had in the fullest measure to bring about and complete

tlie divine decree. Thus is explained the exertion of His mira-

culous powers, in which He bore witness to His own person, and

at the same time to the nature of the divine kingdom as consisting

essentially in a redemption, not only from sin, but also from the

evil of sin ; and, moreover, confirmed the complete certainty of the

realization of that kingdom. Herein His own person appeared
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generally as the central figure ; and He consequently invited faitli

in Himself, and made all promises depend upon that faith.

The older prophets, such as Elias, and the rabbis of His own

time, afforded Jesus a precedent for collecting a band of disciples

round Him ; and this was necessary to ensure the continued and

everlasting operation of His personality after the close of His

short public career. The calling of the disciples as a whole (cf.

John i.. Matt, iv., ix. 9, and parallel passages), and of individuals,

was not completed at one time, but gradually (John i., cf. Matt,

iv.). Having been stirred up by Him, they still continued to live

in their own country, and were not always in His company until

the time indicated in the synoptic account. Their number had

symbolical reference to the twelve tribes. Luke (ch. xi) mentions

seventy other disciples, and this number, too, has a similar mean-

ing. It might represent either (according to Jewish notions) the

seventy peoples of the earth, and thus prefiguring the non-Jewish

associates of God's kingdom (cf. John x. 16); or, which is still

more likely, the seventy elders of Moses, and the number of the

members of the Sanhedrim. The number and its symbolism is

at any rate supported by that of the twelve, as well as by the

internal probability of a larger circle of disciples, and their in-

creased number immediately after the resurrection. All this

corroborates Luke's account. "What foresight Jesus showed in

selecting His disciples we see from His rejection of an applicant

(Matt. viii. 19 and ||). Peter He salutes at once as the Eock-man,

Nathanael as the genuine Israelite, with a notice in the latter

case (John i. 49) that He had previously observed him. His

words in the namincj of Peter, and call of the two brethren, to be

fishers of men, were intended to fix the moment indelibly in their

minds. His work in them thus began with the call itself. He
chose them not merely to teach, but to educate them in the

peculiar sense which the greatness of His person involved. They

were certainly distinguished by instruction in many things which

He either wholly withheld from the multitude, or imparted to

them in a different manner. But the chief point was their constant

familiar intercourse with Himself, and the lasting influence of His

person in the contemplation of His life up to the final catastrophe

of His death, followed by His resurrection and ascension, wherel:)y,

through the co-operation of His Spirit, they were themselves en-

lightened and perfected. They must not, however, be regarded merely
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as individuals, but as raemlDers of a confederacy founded by Jesus
;

and upon this confederacy the Church—the society of believers

in Jesus—was founded. They had to testify of Him (John xv.

27), and to labour in His name (Mark iii. 14 ; Matt. xvi. 18, 19,

xviii. 18 ; John xx. 21-23). He therefore sent them forth, even

in His lifetime, to make trial of their strength (Mark vi. 30 ff.,

and
II),

and often put them to the proof (John vi. ; Mark ix. 38,

39, cf. Luke ix. 49). "With regard to Judas Iscariot, we cannot

suppose that Jesus was deceived in him, or that he was a traitor

at the time of his calling. In his fall, as Hase observes, we still

recognise the ruins of apostolic greatness. His downfall shows a

powerful nature ; and he had within him the groundwork of an

apostle's character. But this groundwork must needs be de-

veloped to its perfection or ruin by his intercourse with Jesus.

It was no more an act of cruelty in Christ to place him in this

path, than it is in God when nations or individuals are placed in

positions which lead to an unhappy moral issue. The confidence

which became his ruin ought to have been his greatest moral

preservative. That the natural disposition in Judas developed

itself in opposition to Christ, is one of the mysteries of the divine

free agency which it befits no man to call in question. Jesus

was sensible of the disposition which Judas exhibited in his fall.

S 15. Jesus as a Teacher.

The purport of Jesus' teaching will be seen as we go on. Its

fundamental characteristic is the testimony which it bore to Him-

self, with which everything else is inwardly connected. If He
speaks of God, He does so with the clear consciousness that no

man knows the Father but the Son, and he to whom the Son will

reveal Him (Matt. xi. 27), and that no one has seen the Father

but the Son (John vi. 46). In giving instruction, therefore, about

the Father, He at the same time imparts knowledge about the

Son,— that is to say, about Himself. So also, when He bears

direct witness to Himself, He proceeds to speak of the Father

and again reverts to Himself, as if He wislied, so to speak, to

exhaust the subject. God is the Father, so far as He has, and

sends into the world, the only begotten Son, that whosoever be-

lieves on Him may have life ; also Jesus specifies His own work,

that He liad come to seek and to save that which was lost. And
this leads us to observe that He cannot treat even of the world
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in His teaching, without also pointing out its rehition, not only

to God, but essentially to His own person, since it is only through

Him that the world has and can have life. He alone has power

over all flesh to confer life eternal. Mankind is, as it were,

wedded to Him. He is the bridegroom who has the power to lead

home His bride. He cannot, therefore, speak even of the earlier

divine economy among men, without returning to Himself as the

one in whom all else finds its aim and end. He is the heir of

the vineyard planted of old by God among mankind. He came

not to destroy the law and the prophets, but to fulfil,—to bring

about their essential realization ; in which, however, their original

purpose is lost sight of in the higher potency now conferred upon

them. Just as little can He speak of the perfection in store for the

human race without distinct reference to His own person, since

it is through Him alone that man's destiny can be fulfilled and

consummated. He is the head and finisher of God's kingdom

amongst men. Thus we observe that His teaching is throughout

the unveiling and attestation of His own work and of His own

person. The most connected and fullest of the discourses of

Jesus are preserved to us in John's Gospel. Those recorded by

the Synoptists are generally thought mucli simpler ; indeed, the

commentators of the last seventy years appear to have found little

enough in them. But they present peculiar difficulty, in the fact

tliat, by reason of their apparent clearness and simplicity, their

more hidden depth and copiousness may easily be overlooked.

Moreover, the discourses of Jesus are so broken up into detached

portions, that it becomes more difficult to ascertain their general

scope, many of them consisting of single sentences and isolated

precepts, w^hilst those of greater extent are still no more than brief

statements of doctrine on separate subjects. There are, indeed,

discourses of a more connected character to be found in John,

]\Iatthew, and Luke, of which the sermon on the Mount (Matt,

v.-vii.) and the farewell addresses (John xiii.-xvi.) are the most

noteworthy examples. Besides these may be mentioned groups

of parables (Matt. xiii. ; Luke viii., xv., xvi., etc.), and the elements

of more solid doctrinal teaching which belong to our Lord's last

visit at Jerusalem ; especially also the eschatological discourses

as we have them in the Synoptists (Matt, xxiv., xxv. ; Luke xvii.

20 ff.), together with the parables referring to the kingdom of

God (Matt. XX.) ; lastly, other copious statements {e.g. Matt, xviii.)
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which bear upon the rehition of believers to each other in the

Christian community. With all this, however, we do not meet

with a complete whole in the gospels ; and the characteristic

peculiarity of the didactic matter in the Synoptists on one side,

and in John on the other, increases the difficulty. Nor are the

difficulties lessened, if, without endeavouring to bring the Lord's

teachincr into a kind of whole accordinir to some self-devised

scheme, we thoroughly examine the teaching itself, and investigate

what the individual lines of thought may be, and how they may
have been arranged in the consciousness of our Lord Himself.

As regards the last point, we cannot of course represent that con-

sciousness as it was in itself, but can represent His thoughts only

so far as His own testimony extends, wherein He arranged them

according to their comparative importance in connection with each

other. The three fundamental ideas on which He rests are these

:

(1) the glorification of the Father in the Son
; (2) the redemption

of mankind through the Son ; and (3) the establishment of the

kingdom of God thereby. However various, therefore, the doctrinal

statements of Jesus may appear, especially on a comparison of

John with the Synoptists, their purport has constant reference to

the above principles, and the germ of it may be traced even in

the primary and summary announcement, " Eepent ye, for the

kingdom of heaven is at hand." The idea of the kingdom pre-

dominates in the Synoptists, but that of the self-revelation is not

wanting (Matt. xi. 27) ; nor is the idea of redemption, which is

treated of partly in parables and partly in simple testimony to His

connection with the world of sinners (Matt. xx. 28, xxvi. 28, etc.).

In John's Gospel, on the contrary, the first idea—that of glorifica-

tion and the self-testimony of Jesus—takes a prominent position.

In speaking, however, of His person. He could not but speak also

of man's need of redemption ; nor is the idea of the kingdom ex-

cluded (John iii.).

The more Jesus identified Himself with His teaching, the less

susceptible would the people be to it, or, at all events, the more

diversified would be their power of receiving it. Hence, in pro-

portion to the distance between Himself and them, greater im-

portance would attach to the form of His teaching as the medium
of communication between His S])irit and their capacity, by which

form He bridged over the gulf between them. Hence the neces-

sity 'A manil'uld forms, and such as did not at first allow His
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immeasurable fulness to show itself, in which lay His perfect

capacity for the task before Him. He was clearly conscious of

His task of being a perfect teacher of God's kingdom, and of

bringing out old things and new from His treasure (Matt. xiii.

52), and also of the entirely new import of His doctrine (Matt.

ix. 16, 17 ; Mark ii. 21, 22 ; Luke v. 36-39).

In this consciousness He developes according to circumstances

that plenitude of forms with which we see Him inexhaustibly

supplied, and incessantly labours to bring home to His hearers

the same truths in an endless variety of shapes, according to their

several needs. His aim throughout was not merely to teach, in

the narrow sense of the word, but to inform, awaken, enlighten, and

emancipate soul and spirit, according to His own saying, that whoso-

ever heareth and keepeth His words shall know the truth, and the

truth shall make him free (John viii. 32). It is only by a reli-

gious appropriation of Him, which imparts spiritual life to men in

general, that the object of His teaching is fulfilled. On that very

account, however. He was obliged to select such a form of teach-

ing as would lead not merely to a reception and recollection of

His matter, but also to an internal appropriation and considera-

tion of it in the mind and heart. And if this suitableness of

teaching is called compromise, condescension to prevailing modes

of thought, acconimodatio, a-vyKard/3aaL<;, olKovo/xla, we shall not

oppose it ; although we cannot, of course, admit such a compro-

mise as would involve the sacrifice of conformity to His own
consciousness and to objective truth, without wronging His cha-

racter in an unliistorical way. The adaptation in Jesus' teaching

is partly in the form. His statements being shaped according to

the wants of His hearers, and partly, as regards its purport, in its

negative character. This negative side is shown by not always

directly attacking certain errors and prejudices in those who are

addressed, but, instead of this, seeking gently to trausform*'them

(especially half truths, such as the Messianic ideas prevalent in

His time), and raise up some positive notions in their stead.

But His teaching is never positive in the sense of appropriating

the erroneous ideas of His hearers, and thereby abandoning the

truth. On the contrary. He acknowledged that His mission was

to bear witness of the truth, and acted accordingly even with the

whole world against Him.

In His public life He spoke and acted with the full conscious-

£
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ness that He would incur the world's hatred and forfeit His life.

The impression which His words produced upon the people quite

accords with this earnestness ; for they were thoroughly moved
and struck by the power of His preaching, so unlike the studied

and scholastic manner of the scribes (Matt. vii. 28, xiii. 54, 55,

xxii. 33 ; John vii. 46, vi. 68 f.), and broke out sometimes into

warm admiration.

The first of His modes of teaching was the apophthegm or

gnome, in detached self-contained sentences, which present some

point exciting peculiar interest, and thereby impress themselves

firmly on the mind and memory. These gnomes appear some-

times singly, sometimes in connection with each other, forming a

series, as in the Sermon on the Mount. At other times the sen-

tence bears a subjective stamp, i.e. has reference either to the

Speaker or hearers, and in the latter case assumes the form of an

address. Even where the gnomic character is less constant, as,

for example, in the Sermon on the Mount, Jesus always reverts

to it, and utters some isolated truths in the gnomic form in order

to give pungency and force to His discourse. The expression

is sometimes of an actual, sometimes of a figurative character

;

indeed, the gnomic diction is fond of an admixture of figurative

language. The figure was intended to bring home to the hearer

an idea previously, either wholly or in part, closed to him. It

does not exhaust the subject, but introduces to it, and enables the

hearer to perceive it at least on one or more sides. He thus

extracts from the analogy with the empirical subject as much of the

ideal truth as he is at the time capable of receiving, intellectually

and morally. The gnome or sentence, through the figure con-

tained in it, grows into the parable.

The parable is the most perfect biblical form of figurative re-

presentation, and is frequently only a further developed figure, so

that the boundary line cannot be distinctly drawn. The parable

is based on an allegory ; but this allegory is developed in the

form of a narration. TlapajSdkrj first signifies comjMrison (Luke

v. 36, vi. 39 ; Matt. xv. 15 ; Luke iv. 23, xiv. 7 ; Mark iii. 23),

and then the proper parabolic narrative (Matt. xiii. 3, 10, 18, 24,

31, 34, 36, 53, xxi. 33, xxii. 1 ; Luke xv. 3, xviii. 9, xx. 9).

In John's Gospel the word does not occur, but only Trapocfiia

(x. 6, xvi. 25), for allegorical as opposed to direct representation,

which contains a compftrison, but no narrative ; as, for instance,
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the good shepherd, the door of the sheepfold, and the true vine.

(Compare the Old Testament ?^^, Judg. ix. 7 ff. ; 2 Sam. xii.

1 If. ; 2 Kings xiv. 9 ; Isa. v. 1 ff. ; also Ezek. xvii. 1 ff., and

especially ver. 2). Parables are distinguished from fables, not only

by their religious and moral aim, and their loftier conception, but

also by the fact of there being always a verisimilitude about the

fictitious dress in which they are clothed : the circumstances are

always such as supposably might happen, which is not invariably

the case with fables. The parable, therefore, moves by preference

in the world of men. Where the animal world is introduced at

all, the comparison only expresses its relation to the rational being.

The love of God towards morally lost and erring men is represented

in the shepherd's conduct towards his lost sheep ; but the sheep

itself takes no active part in the development. The same thing

is represented with greater force as the conduct of a human
father towards his erring son, who, in this case, is himself con-

verted. When, too, the parable rises to the spirit-world, the

position of man (as Lazarus) is the chief subject. The aim of

the parable is nearly the same as that of the simple figure. By
means of the analogy between the sensible and the supersensuous,

the nature of the latter is made discernible ; and the parable

works both by veiling and unveiling. It veils, in order that the

full brightness of the idea may not dazzle and confuse the weak
eyes of the beholder ; in which case, unless he were roused to

appropriate reflection, his unsusceptible nature might receive no

benefit. On the other hand, the veil is so transparent, that even

if the idea itself is not exposed to view, its light penetrates the

eye (Matt. xiii. 13). For these reasons Jesus does not explain

His parables before the people (Matt. xiii. 11-15), but only to

the disciples, who being more susceptible might be able to grasp

the truth (Luke viii. 10); but even in their case the parable was

requisite in order to suggest the truth to them. It is the idea

of God's kingdom which Jesus seeks especially to represent in

parables, that being the one which had for ages flitted before His

people's eyes under a vague and inadequate form, and to the

spiritual apprehension of which it was needful now to raise and

educate them. The parables of Jesus are sufficiently numerous to

furnish a general, although an inadequate idea of His doctrine.

Allied to the parable, but yet somewhat different in form, is the

illustrative narrative, such as the story of the good Samaritan,
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and tliat of the Pharisee and publican. Here hoth the vehicle of

instruction and what is to be learned from it are homogeneous :

the subject is exemplified in a concrete case, and the example

thrown into an historical form. Narratives of this class are thus

distinct from parables.

Another form of teaching, adopted by Jesus, is the historico-

didactic, in which, without the employment of a material veil,

the idea is based on some special matter of fact,—a situation in

which one or more persons stand in the presence of Jesus, in a

way quite consistent with His usual peripatetic mode of teaching.

A general truth is set forth in its application to a concrete case.

What it may thus lose in comprehensiveness it gains in perspicuity.

Allowing itself to be separated from the concrete, the richest

portion of its contents is first reached when the doctrinal idea

on which it is based is brought to light ; but a union with the

concrete form was, and still is, the way of leading hearers

unpractised in the concentration of general ideas into a train of

thoughtful meditation. These narrations are, therefore, weighty

and rich for practical use. Nor are they less serviceable in the

scientific investigation of the doctrine of Jesus. We have nume-

rous examples of interesting occasional discourses of this kind,

in the shape either of answers to questions from the disciples,

replies to His enemies, or exhortations which accompanied His

miracles. When addressed, as in the case of the rich young man
(Matt. xix. 16 ff.), He is not satisfied wdth giving merely the neces-

sary reply to the question, but adds some instructive conversation
;

and even where the questioner had withdrawn. He does not let

the occasion go by unimproved to His disciples (Matt. xix. 23 ff.

;

Luke xvii. 20, cf. 22-27). Frequently the discussion assumes

a colloquial form.

Besides its different forms, we have to notice also the progres-

sive development of His doctrine. Teaching as He did while

journeying, as opportunity offered, or according to the wants

and capacity, sometimes of the people and sometimes of indi-

viduals. He was compelled to shape His teaching according to

this course of life. When He appeared in public, He found

Himself standing in a peculiar relation to His nation, which

relation offered both facilities and hindrances to His activity

,

both being caused by the whole preparation for His appearance

lying in tlic Old Testament dispensation, and particularly in pro-
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phecy. The whole of the Old Testament, with its laws and

doctrines, might to a certain extent be presupposed ; and He based

His teaching entirely on the religious idea as we find it exhibited

in the old covenant. But here great diversities arose in His

mode of dealing with different individuals, according as their

character had been formed by the Old Testament economy or not,

and had sho"\vn itself susceptible or otherwise of its influence.

There were, on the one hand, the mourners and poor in spirit,

who were weary and heavy laden under the yoke of the law, and

quietly waiting for the consolation of Israel. There were, on the

other hand, the rich and wise of this world, who felt not their

need of anything He had to offer. There were others, too, whose

hearts, already hardened by self-righteousness, were not suscep-

tible of His influence. We see, therefore, how many different

modes of address He was obliged to employ. Great difficulties

were, moreover, thrown in His way by the political conceptions of

the Messiah which prevailed amongst the people ; for He was

thereby prevented from simply announcing Himself as the Mes-

siah to those who were morally unsusceptible. They would have

entirely misunderstood Him, and rendered His efficiency impos-

sible ; so that He was obliged, in dealing with them, rather to veil

than unveil His Messianic character, and at the same time to

make use of His position, in order to rouse them to a spiritual

conception of the Messiah's kingdom, and then to come forward

and bear witness to Himself as the appointed founder of that

kingdom. Add to this the difference in cultivation and know-

ledge between the scribes and the lower orders, and we can

readily understand in how many different ways He was obliged

to propound His doctrine, and how nicely to regulate its progress.

His consciousness of this is displayed in one of His latest dis-

courses, in which He spoke of the many things He had to say to

His disciples which He could then only express in figures (John

xvi. 12, 25). His opening announcement was the same as that

of John the Baptist. Then, according to the synoptic account. He
unfolded what was requisite for participation in God's kingdom

(Matt, v.-vii.). The discourses then pass on more definitely to

the objective nature of the divine kingdom (Matt, xiii.), and then

successively to the apostolic calling (Matt, x.), and to the general

community of believers, with the introduction here and there of

detached utterances on the relation of His person to the kingdom
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(Matt, xi.), and especially to John the Baptist, But after this

He adopted a more open and decided course, as the time of His

sufferings drew near. When the reaction against Him set in, the

declaration of His Messiahship became necessary, addressed to

those who had been gradually prepared to receive it, in order to

call forth a decided consciousness of this idea ; at the same time

He also announced His passion. All this was gradually done up

to His entry into Jerusalem and the solemn disclosures of His

last hours ; and thus, what had so long been in preparation was

brought to light and came to maturity in the hearts of His

disciples. From John's Gospel, likewise, we may gather Jesus'

conduct both in Galilee and Jerusalem, After the close of His

first year's ministry, we read that He brought about the crisis by

that "hard saying" (John vi. 60), Without expressly declaring

Himself as the Messiah before the masses, by referring directly

to His own person as the true spiritual food. He causes some to

desert Him, and others to confess that He had the words of

eternal life. He acted with similar reserve in Jerusalem (John

ii.), matters of deeper import being reserved for individuals

(John iii.). In the fifth chapter He more fully describes the

nature of His work as one in co-operation with God, but still

without directly asserting His Messiahship, In chaps, vii, to ix,

we read of the same reserve ; and in chap, x. He hints at His

death. Here, too, the references to this become more explicit

and decided as the end drew near. His farewell discourses

contain the clearest and most public declarations, divulging as

they do His essential community with believers and His promise

of the Paraclete. All the accounts, therefore, agree as to this

gradual progress.

From all this, it is evident that what He aimed at in His

hearers was not a mere retentive grasp of the subject and ex-

ternal certainty, but an inner and heartfelt conviction. He is,

therefore, continually building up something new on well-known

foundations (Matt. xiii. 52), linking together the Old Testament

and personal experience to the religious consciousness of His

hearers. The rationalist assertion, that He builds upon the light

of reason, may be admitted with the reservation, that in the only

passage which speaks expressly of man's spiritual eye (Matt. vi.

22, 23), the possibility of its becoming darkened is presupposed.

But, in addition to tliis allusive and derivative mode of teaching,
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independent statements of doctrine are not wanting. He asserts

the reality of truth, in appealing to the infallibility of His words

and to His divine origin (John viii. 26, xii. 44 ff., iii. 11 ff.),

as well as to the testimony of His mighty works, by which, with-

out prejudice to His higher authority, men might be awakened to

a living perception of His real nature (John v. 36, viiL 18, etc.).

Belief, therefore, is only possible in the man who is willing to do

God's will (John vii. 17, vi. 37, viii. 42 ff. ; also Matt. xi. 25
;

Luke X. 21, 22). Hence the powerful impression which His

teaching produced (Matt. vii. 28, 29, xiii. 54 ff., xxii. 33 ; John

vii. 46, vi. 68, 69), an impression depending not so much on

the matter and form of His discourses, as on the aggregate influ-

ences of the teacher's personality, to which they bore such power-

ful testimony.

§ 16. Tlie Actions of Jesus.

The teaching of Jesus is the manifestation of His personality.

This is both a moral act and the exhibition of that personality

in the matter taught, both aim and form showing forth in Him
the indissoluble unity of love and wisdom. His truth depends

on His being one with the Father, and His love to men is shown

by the presentation of this truth in the manner most suitable to

their needs. Thus His teaching becomes a moral act of self-

denial and dependence on the Father, no less than of love replete

with wisdom. Likewise, also. His whole course of action appears

to be the result of His unity with the Father ; His spirit finds

constant satisfaction in doing His Father's will (John iv. 34)

;

and He thus lives for the world, and enters into it without be-

longing to it or relinquishing that unity. These main features

constitute His character. It cannot be done justice to by a mere

catalogus virtutuTn, still less by attempting to give characteristic

importance to some particular quality. His character consists

entirely in the harmony of His being, which is put to the test by

His life, in which He ever remained without spot or blemish.

The full comprehension He displayed of the world, both of

nature and of man, is the first testimony to this character. His

appreciation of nature is shown by the liveliness of His imagery.

In His sight all human splendour vanishes before the beauty

which clothes the lily of the field ; rain and sunshine are to Him
the emblems of God's impartial beneficence. No creatures are too
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insignificant for His notice ; and in tliem He recognises tlie Father's

care, and they have His sympathy. In the approaching harvest

He sees the image of a higher truth ; in the seed cast into the

ground, the figure of God's quickening power. Nature, and the

whole mystery of its organic life, is to Him the work and the

reflection of God. Nature, therefore, does not draw Him away

from the Father ; but a deeper insight into it tends always to His

manifestation, and it is therefore a helper in His teaching of

divine truth. While living in it, He ruled it. He was not over-

powered by its delights, but they were spiritualized by Him. As
with the life of nature, so of men. He enters fully into the latter,

but especially in its relation to nature : the sower sowing his

seed (Matt, xiii.) ; the gardener patiently waiting for fruit (Luke

xiii.) ; the solicitude of the vinedresser (John xv.) in cleansing

the plant with a view to greater fruitfulness. Grasping all these

things in their living sense, He makes them types of divine truth.

In like manner God's action towards men is reflected in their

treatment ol animals (Luke xv.). How tenderly, too, and with

what discernment He takes in all purely human relations ! What
a view ot the child-world He opens to us, giving Himself up not

merely to sentient deUght in their presence, but recognising their

relation to the kingdom of God ! 'No fuller conception of the

parental and filial relation can be imagined tlmn that portrayed

in the parable of the prodigal son. Observe, too, how woman's

life at its most critical moment is exalted by Him into a type of

the highest kind (John xvi. 21). Numberless like traces of the

view He took of the outer world show us how completely every

side of human life, its sinful aspect alone excepted, found its

counterpart in His own, in order that He might raise the world

unto Himself

In the same way, too, His actions show how He took a part

in all the relations of life so far as His vocation allowed, and

with what self-sacrifice He gave Himself up to them, yet without

being injured and entangled by them, or contracting defilement

from what was sinful in them. This we find especially in His

family life and human friendships. Born of a woman. He be-

longed to a distinct family circle, His attachment to which is

evinced by His long continuance in it ; and the bond of filial

love remains unbroken all through His public life, even to His

cross, in the agonies of which Ho fulfils the last duty of a loving
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son. But still He is fully independent of His mother, putting

her, as early as the marriage at Cana, in the subordinate position

which was fitting for her, looking at His Messianic work. At
Capernaum, likewise. He does not allow His teaching to be in-

terrupted by the relations who would call Him away from it, but,

against the human relationship. He asserts the still higher claims

of the spiritual community. He had abeady shown the same

independence in the occurrence which took place in His twelfth

year. But He never on this account renounced His mother and

His bretln-en, although it was with difficulty that they attained

belief in Him (John vii. 5). How He was bound by the ties of

friendship we see beautifully exemplified in His relation to the

narrower and wider circle of His disciples, and also to the women
who accompanied Him even to the cross ; but yet no words

of love in the human sense could ever divert Him from His

vocation (Matt. xvi. 22, 23). The same unerring perception is

observable throughout every side of His public life, whether in

relation to the people. His hereditary religion, or the public

authorities. He continued a true son of His nation, and never

lost sight of its privileges and destiny, or forgot that salvation is

of the Jews, and that He was sent unto the lost sheep of the

house of Israel He put forth all His powers to save His nation

from the ruin which He saw advancing with rapid strides, and

which called forth His lament over Jerusalem. But national

prejudices had no power over Him, and in no way troubled the

freedom of His spirit. He in no way shared the national hatred

against Gentiles and Samaritans, but, on the contrary, rejoiced

whenever He found faith amongst them, and remained unshaken

in the consciousness that His work lay amongst mankind at large.

Nevertheless, having been made subject to the law by circumcision,

He remains true to it. He takes part in the national worship, is

a diligent frequenter of the feasts, paying the temple tribute,

although on higher grounds exempt from it (Matt. xvii. 24 K)

;

and thus consistently carries out the principle laid down at His

baptism by John (Matt. iii. 15). In the Sermon on the Mount,

and on other occasions, the real meaning: of the commandments of

the law is contrasted with the Jewish interpretation. Likewise,

with regard to sabbatical observance. He did not impair it, but

remained perfectly true to the actual commandment of the Old

Testament; but He expressed the real spirit of it in the axiom
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that the Sabbath was made for man, not man for the Sabbath.

Again, He took a still wider view of the whole of the divine

economy, in the dictum that God can only be rightly worshipped

in spirit and in truth. But, as the origin of such worship is from

within, through the spirit in its fulness breaking through the

narrowing barriers of form, it was possible for Him to abide by

the old religious constitution of His nation without sacrificing

either the freedom or the purity of the spirit within Him. On
the contrary, He raised the law by His observance of it, as is

shown by its subsequent effect. The relation in which He
stood to the theocracy followed as a natural result. He was

equally strict in His obedience as a subject to the heathen autho-

rities, never allowing Himself to be carried away by the rebellious

tendencies of His nation (Luke xiii. 1-3), but always regarding

the refusal of obedience as a positive crime. No doubt He
regarded the Koman dominion as a judgment upon His nation,

but one from which nothing less than an inward renewal and

conversion could set them free. His answer as to the tribute-

money was twofold in its tendency, implying both that the

Koman rule did not abolish the Jewish theocracy, and that both

were united in His spiritual conception of the latter. His object

was not to resist the secular authority, but rather to work under

its protection. His dutiful behaviour as a subject is proved also

in His examination before the tribunal. He did not resist His

apprehension, merely declaring the injustice of treating Him as

a murderer caught in the act, by arresting Him at night, and

without any ascertained grounds of suspicion. He acknowledges

Pilate's authority over Him, but at the same time maintains His

own dignified position, by saying that the governor could have

no power over Him unless it were given him from above ; nor

can Jesus be induced by any consideration to conceal the truth

(John xviil 28 ff.). In like manner He did not hesitate to

unmask Herod's hypocrisy, who would have persuaded Him to

avoid the Galilean territory, and to oppose to it His own decided

selt-consciousness on the subject of what was due to His higher

calling (Luke xiii. 31 £f.). He appealed before the Sanhedrim to

His public working as the best answer to His accusers ; and

neitlier the scourger who smote Him, nor the high priest who
permitted it, could disturb His dignified equanimity. He dis-

played here exactly tlie same spirit as tliat in which He had
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never allowed Himself to be intimidated or hindered in His work,

although He gave no jnst ground for complaint, and in His wisdom

knew how to avoid the snares laid for Him. Thus, in every

position and relation. He is always consistent as one who lives in

the world, but at the same time rules it.

The aU-sidedness of His character, however, is seen especially

in His private intercourse with individuals. Being, as He is,

an example for all,—to the full-grown a picture of the highest

maturity, to youth the image of true childish simplicity,—His

heart is always open to all according to their needs. Think on

His loving regard for the rich young man, and, in general, that

tender sympathy for sinners, the union of wisdom and love, which

made Him single out for notice those who by others, and by the

Pharisees especially, were despised and shunned. But wherever

He met wdth obduracy, hatred of the truth, and hypocrisy, not-

withstanding His love and humility. He showed earnest severity

in dealing with them. There was no sensuous softness in His

love, for it was founded upon a true conception of mankind,

which it was His task to realize. Thus everything in Him was

rounded off into the fair proportions of a perfect character

;

humility and greatness, clemency and zeal, were mingled in the

harmony resulting from the abnegation of sell, and the ever wake-

ful consciousness of His unity with God. He is as sensitive as

any other man to the natural feelings of hunger and bodily

fatigue. His sense of honour is as keen and easily wounded, and

His common sympathies are as quickly roused ; but the divine

consciousness always keeps pace with every external influence.

Nevertheless, He rises superior to every bodily want (Matt, iv.),

and is never hindered by this cause in His high calling (John iv.).

He is, indeed, capable of being roused to anger (Mark iii. 5), not,

however, in the shape of excited personal feeling, but of a holy

and painful indignation at man's resistance to salvation. Hence
arise stern reproofs, as in the case of the Pharisees and of the sin

against the Holy Ghost, and sometimes acts of righteous severity,

as the purification of the temple. "We see also, under another

aspect, how the consciousness of unity with God asserted its

superiority over any outward affections on two circumstances of

His passion : the agony of His soul in Gethsemane, intensified

even to bodily results, and His forsaken feeling on the cross,

which found expression in the words of a psalm. On both occa'
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sions God still remains His Father or His God ; there is a change

in the tone, but not in the direction of His will. Amidst the

extreme horrors of His situation, when His human nature is over-

borne by bodily anguish and the scorn of men, the blessed feeling

of being one M-ith the Father is for a time, indeed, interrupted

and superseded by the oppressive sense of need and desertion.

But the bond, nevertheless, remains unbroken. He is still certain

that the will of the Father, who appears to have forsaken Him, is

good, and that He must fulfil it. This affords us most ample

proof that His personality, although stirred to its very depths,

was still perpetually under the guidance of His divine conscious-

ness ; and thus we gain a complete delineation of that character

in which wisdom and love are one.

§ 1 7. The Miracles of Jesus.

The gospels inform us that Jesus, during His public career,

performed a number of miraculous deeds, partly influencing

nature, but more especially mankind in their manifold sufferings,

both bodily and psychico-bodily. The first of these miracles was,

according to John (ii. 11), that at Cana in Galilee. They are

all marked by the characteristic expressions rkpara (npio, subjects

for astonishment) (John iv. 48) and SvvafieL'i (rii"i^33, Matt. xiii.

58), which give, the one negatively, the other positively, a clear

idea of the causality as supernatural. They are also called, with

regard to their object, arj/xela (nis, John ii. 23), because they bear

in themselves the indications of a peculiar relation to the inner

counsels of God's kingdom. The first and third of these expres-

sions frequently occur together; all three are found in Acts ii. 22.

The Old Testament gives the idea of something new which God
performs (Jer. xxxi. 31 ; Num. xvi. 30) ; and the New Testament

has a similar idea of an occurrence, the cause and aim of which

is to be sought, not in the general uniformity of nature, but in

the higher power of God. With this agrees also the Jewish view,

expressed with less distinctness by Nicodemus (John iii. 2), and

again at the healing of the man born blind. Now there can be

no doubt that the evangelists generally regarded these actions as

miraculous. They accepted and related them as the working of

a higher divine power inherent in Jesus. John relates only six

of the most important ; but this does not prove either that he

did not regard other occurrences as miraculous, or that he attached
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less weight to miracles in general. On the contrary, his careful

selection shows what significance he ascribed to them in the self-

manifestation of Jesus. 'Not can any aversion to the miraculous

be justly imputed to Mark, either from the fact of his ascribing

to Jesus an intermediate kind of agency in two of His miraculous

cures (ix. 21, vii. 33), or because, in the case of the barren iig-

tree, the curse did not instantaneously take effect (Mark xi. 20).

Mark gives miracles enough which admit of no doubt whatever

as to their real nature (vi. 56), their characteristic features being

plainly discernible in the copiousness of his narrative ; and his

connection with Peter sufficiently explains his silence as to Peter's

attempt when Jesus walked upon the sea. Such individual

peculiarities merely prove the candour of the evangelists, who
not only refrain from giving a miraculous colouring to anything,

but conceal no feature which may appear to prejudice a miracle.

All of them record those discourses of Jesus in which He appeals

to His miracles. When Jesus forbids their publication, He has

some special object in view, either to prevent any difficulty being

thrown in the way of the healed person's lawful cleansing through

the prejudice of the priests, or his being drawn away from the

deeper meditation which would lead to belief ; and such appears

to have been the view taken by contemporaries. Even the

enemies of Jesus did not deny the wonderful facts : they only

raise the most absurd objections against their character (Matt. xii.

24), and in their malice try to avoid the conviction they are cal-

culated to produce (Matt. xvi. 1-4; Mark viii. 11, 12). The

facts themselves are admitted even in the words of mockery

beneath the cross (Matt, xxvii. 42). The people, however, might

look upon the miracles as signs of the Messiah, and render

necessary the warning of Jesus not to rest in them to the neglect

of what was more important. The historical fidelity of the gospel

narratives is confirmed, moreover, not only by actual results,

but by the miraculous power of Jesus continuing to operate

during the lives of the apostles, as recorded by eye and ear

witnesses beyond the sphere of the gospel history, as by the

Apostle Paul (1 Cor. xii.).

The miracles of Jesus have been subject to a long probation of

exegesis and criticism which seeks to set aside their miraculous

character. The most unfortunate of these attempts was the

purely exegetical, according to which no miracle was intended in
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the text ; but even this has been of use in causing the rejection

of much which was previously regarded on insufficient grounds as

miraculous. In other cases, where the opposition assumed a

more favourable aspect, the miraculous element in the narrative

has received confirmation from the treatment it has undergone
;

as, for example, the incidents of the stater in the fish's mouth,

and of Jesus walldng upon the sea. The natural explanation,

and the procedure which would destroy the credibility of miracles

by regarding them as myths, embrace a wider field ; but these

attempts, like the others, only serve to put Jesus' miracles in a

clearer light. The natural explanation finds no support at all in

the accounts themselves ; for when it is said on one occasion that

Jesus could not perform mighty works (Matt. xiii. 58), His in-

ability is no more than unwillingness, occasioned by the unbelief

of others (cf Mark iii. 5), and merely proves that His miracles

always had a positive aim. His cures being generally performed

singly, whilst multitudes remained in His immediate neighbour-

hood uncured, does not in any way disprove the existence of an

universal miraculous power, but only shows that the latter was

not exerted except with definite and exalted ends, and under cer-

tain presupposed conditions. The accounts of His occasional use

of external means, such as laying on of hands and the like, do

not go beyond the employment of signs and symbols, a course

abundantly justified where Jesus was dealing with a deaf and

dumb man (Mark vii. 31), to whom He could not otherwise

make Himself intelligible. The idea of any curative agency

being attached to such means cannot be entertained ; but these

symbols prove that Jesus wished also to work simultaneously

upon the minds of men. Again, no inference can be drawn as to

His employment of external means from the accusation that He
pi'ofaned the Sabbath in His cures, because the same accusation

would equally attach to the mere exorcism common amongst the

Jews of His time (Matt. xii. 1 ; Luke xiii. 1 0, xiv. 2 ; John

V. 16, ix. 6, cf 16). The natural explanation, in its assump-

tion of the mediation of physical causes, meets with no support

at all in the history itself, which simply contradicts it. And it is

equally unavailing for the disparagement of the miracles, by assert-

ing that the death of those raised to life was only apparent, etc.

;

for the existence of some hidden machinery in the background

must always be assumed. This is, however, simply imp)0ssible in
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miracles performed at a distance, as that of the healing of the

nobleman's son, and also in the raising of the dead. Psycho-

looical influence also is excluded from miracles of this class, and

equally so from those performed on natural objects, such as the

loaves multiphed, the stilling of the storm, the changing of water

into wine, and those cures in which the disease does not stand in

any immediate relation to the spiritual life. Apart from this,

the power of the will over the animal life does not, so far as is

known, attain to such results.

The mythical has never been able to shake itself entirely free

from the natural explanation ; as, for instance, where it is dis-

posed to allow the healing of demoniacs to pass for the mental

superiority of Jesus over madmen, and to deny the fact altogether

only where tliis evasion is not possible. The real ground of this

view is a philosophical one, that miracles are per se inconceivable.

This almost puts an end to criticism on individual miracles as to

the character, magical or moral, to be assigned to them, as that

the power of Jesus was exerted unconsciously (although, on the

contrary. He was well aware of power going out from Him, and

it most assuredly was not done involuntarily, as Jesus recognised

the faith of the individual healed, although unacquainted with his

person) ; or that His curse on the fig-tree was useless (which,

however, receives sufficient warrant as a prophetico-symbolic act)

;

or, again, that He caused the demons of Gadara to go into the

herd of swine (when even the owners of the swine did not impute

to Him that He had guided the demons, but only begged Him
to withdraw in order to prevent the repetition of a similar occur-

rence). The Old Testament expectations and precedents fail to

explain the origin of the histories of miraculous events as myths,

as the fulfilment far surpasses these expectations. But, in the

face of such expectations, how could the actual faith in the

Messiahship of Jesus be explained, unless they found their fulfil-

ment in the actual performance of the miracles ? It is true,

indeed, that apostolical letters written to existing communities,

founded on the facts of the life of Jesus, and necessarily conversant

with them, make no mention of these occurrences ; also the mis-

sionary discourses {e.g. those in Acts ii. 22, x. 38, 39) ; but this is

explained if we reflect that, at that time, the miraculous power of

Jesus was still at work. The resurrection of Jesus, that greatest

of miracles, is, however, sufficiently attested in these documents.
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Everything seems to sliow that the miracles of Jesus can be

accurately understood only in connection with His personality.

A miracle within the created world is, in a certain sense, always

relative : creation alone is absolute. But, in this case, the creative

power operates within the already existing world, and only pro-

duces in the latter something relatively new, founded on and in

connection with it. Hence analogies to the miraculous are ever to

be found in the course of nature ; and so far there is truth in the

philosophical hypothesis, which contends against the absolute

miracle. It eiTS, however, first, in inquiring what can be effected

in creation by given forces and laws, instead of asking what

can be effected in the complex working of these by the accession

of divine creative power ; next, in regai'ding the knowledge of

those laws as settled, which it is not. Jesus' miracles were not

intended merely to meet the wants of men, nor did they result

from His prophetic character, but from that of the Messiah, in

whom man and God are united. They were an emanation from

His personality, and were indeed natural to it. Miracles form a

part of the self-revelation of His person, who, though He did not

owe His life to the world, yet came into it and submitted to the

conditions of its actual existence (John xiv. 10, 11, xv. 24). On
this account they are the revelation to us of His power, no less

than of His wisdom and love ; and His unparalleled relajiion to

God, as well as to the world, may be seen in them as clearly as in

His teaching and other public acts. In working miracles, He fulfils

the will of God (John x. 32, v. 26, xi. 41, 42, x. 37) ; and they

are done in the power of God (Matt. xii. 28 ; Luke xi, 20 ; John

V. 26). But this power and will of God are exactly identical

with His own (John xiv. 6, xi. 25). IMiracles are o-rjfieia of His

person, and therein of the divine kingdom about to be established.

Jesus demands to be believed for His very works' sake, but

equally requires that the belief should not stop there (cf. § 32) ;

and for this reason He refuses to perform any miracle merely for

the display of His power (Matt. xii. 38). And in Ilis miracles,

no less than in His teaching, He presupposes susceptibility and

faith. On the other hand, as the person of Jesus appeared in

this existing world. His miracles also are not wholly unconnected

with nature, and are built upon existing objects. Natural analogies

are not to be absolutely rejected, as He Himself pointed out in the

outward acts which accompanied His miracles. But they have
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also in relation to Himself a purely human side, as manifestations

of the love which is at one with wisdom ; they are KoXa epya

(John X. 32 f.), in which His moral character is revealed. In

them, too, we see His perfect entry into the whole domain of

human life and suffering, particularly as He always connects suf-

fering with sin and the consciousness of guilt (Matt. ix. 1-8).

His love is shown therein as embracing the perfecting cure of all

human suffering. But the object common to all miracles, which

is also the highest aim of all His love and wisdom, is never lost

sight of, viz. to lead on to faith in Himself, and (Matt. xii. 28) to

pave the way for the establishment of the divine kingdom, whose

completion is looked forward to as the perfect deliverance from

sin and its consequences.

IV. THE CONCLUSION OF HIS LIFE. '

§ 1 8. TJie Sufferings and Death of Jesus.

The fact of Jesus resigning Himself to death proves that the

end of His public activity was attained, the gradual development

of which is set before us in the gospel history. But it had now
reached the point at which no further results of importance were

attainable without the aid of the final catastrophe of His earthly

life. The impression He had already made was so great that it

could now propagate itself. His form was so indelibly stamped on

hearts susceptible of its impress, that the possession of it was for

ever secured to mankind : He could not expect to win over the

people in a body, even by a longer period of activity. But the

impression made on the susceptible might be enhanced ; and even

upon the mass of the nation and the less impressible, yet one

more great sensation might be attempted, by means of the im-

pending catastrophe and the acts which preceded it and deter-

mined its character. The progress even of the disciples themselves

was limited by the progress of His career. A boundary seemed

to be drawn, beyond which their comprehension could not pass,

so long as His bodily presence gave any support to their material

hopes. What could be effected from without had been done

;

but their higher inspiration could only be attained after, and by

means of, the change which His death wrought in His person.

F
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Distinct predictions of His passion are not the only instances of

Jesus' prescience (cf. John xiii 19, xvi. 1 ff.), and can only be ob-

jected to on a philosophical hypothesis which refuses to recognise

the unity of His spirit with God. Moreover, the application of

features derived from the Old Testament cannot cause us any

scruple, so long as we allow that no sovmd exegesis of the prin-

cipal passage (Isa. liii.) could regard the servant of God apart

from the Messianic idea. But how He expressly foretold His

death, and how this death was specially sealed by the institution

of the Lord's Supper, and how strongly He dwelt tliroughout upon

the necessity of His passion, belongs more particularly to the

statement of His teaching.

Although Jesus submitted to death of His own free will (John

X. 18), it was nevertheless brought about by the historical de-

velopment of His life, and by the hostile disposition towards Him
which was excited by the testimony He bore to Himself as the

Messiah. Cautious, guarded, and gradual as the statement of His

claims at first was. He could not fail ere long to incur the bitter

hostility of the leading men, seeing that He neither fulfilled their

expectations nor promoted their interests. If He succeeded, their

rule was at an end. They consequently forbade the people,

under pain of the curse, to acknowledge Him as the Messiah
;

and the growth of their hatred kept pace with the development

of His doctrine (John vii. 7, 10). They soon attempted to

seize and put Him to death, and He reproached them with their

murderous intention ; but no one for a time ventured (vii. 30),

or was able to lay hands on Him (x. 39). He left them and

avoided the snares, which had, however, so impressed His dis-

ciples that they were surprised when He again desired to go to

Jerusalem. He goes to Bethany, and the raising of Lazarus fol-

lows. This determines the resolution of the Sanhedrim ; for they

now feared a popular demonstration in His favour, followed by a

rebellion, which would involve the people and themselves in one

common ruin. Thus political fear is added to personal dislike

and party feeling. Yet Jesus withdraws only for a moment, and

then makes His public entry into Jerusalem. The public rejoic-

ing rouses the suspicion of His enemies, Jerusalem being filled

with strangers at the festival, who were not under their controL

They determined, therefore, to seize His person, but to pro-

ceed against Him with secrecy,—a resolution which was changed
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by the offer of Judas, who entered into negotiations with them.

The statement (John xiii. 2) that Satan entered into Judas after

the Last Supper is not inconsistent with the fact that he had

ah^eady closed with them ; for, immediately before the deed, a

resolution still remained to be taken which would make the whole

irrevocable. Jesus' conduct sufficiently proved that He had no

intention of employing the people against the rulers, since, after

His triumphal entry, He continued to work merely in His usual

manner. At the same time, they were provoked at the greater

power and freedom of the invectives which He launched against

them during that week ; and His discourse on the last evening

hastened the accomplishment of Judas' purpose. The symbolical

signification of the Passover made death welcome to Jesus at that

season (the Talmud itself recognises the expectation of the re-

demption of Israel taking place during that feast). But it was of

the utmost consequence to Him not to be slain secretly, since it

was only by a public death that full effect could be given to His

resurrection. On the other hand, the members of the Sanhedrim

thought that His public execution, especially if brought about by

tlie heathen authorities, would put an end once for all to the

belief in His Messiahship.

The question now remains, how far Jesus was morally justified

in thus going to meet His death. It is true, indeed, that He only

allowed His enemies to carry out their resolves, but then He took

no pains to avoid, and even challenged the issue. The moral

necessity of His death may not be too lightly asserted without

acknowledging the conditions which it necessarily involves. If

Jesus was no more than a prophet and teacher of the truth. His death

would certainly possess great moral significance as a confirmation

and example ; but He would not in that case have been justified

in seeking it. He might have avoided it, and would have been

bound to do so ; for thus His work might have been prolonged in

Galilee, if not in Jerusalem. The heathen world, moreover, lay

open to Him, and such a spirit as His could have found a sphere

of action anywhere. The question assumes a different aspect,

supposing His death to have been a divine necessity imposed by
the peculiar nature of His vocation. Our view must not, how-
ever, be limited to any single divine revelation to Him on this

point ; for His destination as the Messiah throws light on the

whole subject. In this His action was limited to His own people,
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and directed to its central point ; and He had to present Himself

to the nation as their Messiah, and uphold His claims at whatever

cost, unless He were willing to abandon the destiny marked out

for Him in the divine counsels. And here comes in the hypo-

thesis of His real Messianic personality wherein He was one with

God. In this way only can we understand how death was in-

cluded in the original plan of His life, and particularly why His

death was brought about at the exact time and in the exact way
in which it was, through a forcible declaration of His person,

and of His intention to establish a kingdom in His own sense of

the word. The value of Jesus' death is not diminished by the

fact of the resurrection also being in His consciousness bound up
with it. The death does not become less real on that account

;

for Jesus does not resume His former mortal condition, but death

still continues to be the suspension of bodily life, and the passing

of the soul into a supernatural state. Gethsemane proves that

Jesus did not gain the conviction of the moral justification and

divine necessity of His death without a struggle. He sought the

well-known spot in order to give Himself up entirely to inter-

course with the Father. Here He became fully sensible of the

decisiveness of the step He was about to take. This is, however,

no isolated instance of this frame of mind. He had already,

Luke xii 50, expressed His apprehension of the impending

catastrophe, and again, John xii. 27, 28, a few days before His

death. These earlier examples bear witness to the reality of the

feeling which reached its climax in Gethsemane. That was the

precise moment when this frame of mind could not but declare

itself in the strongest manner. The strength of His anticipation,

at the moment when His sufferings approached, proves only His

complete consciousness of the step He was taking. He had,

perhaps, ere this turned His glance at the whole of His work,

and ideally looked on it as completed. When uttering His high-

priestly prayer. He had already felt Himself to be the great

High Priest and Mediator between God and man. But now the

decisive step for the completion of that work is closely impending.

Here He stands in Gethsemane as the sacrifice about to devote itself

to the altar. Uniting in His person the two offices of victim and
priest. He must needs combine both ideas in the alternating frame

of His own mind. Now it was in Gethsemane that He mentally

performed the sacrifice. Here, therefore. He pictured to Himself
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all that was before Him ; His thoughts do not cling to the pre-

sent moment, but embrace the whole task that He had taken

upon Himself. Having gained the mastery in the struggle of this

moment. He became tranquil, and maintained His self-possession

under the most trying circumstances. This is shown in His

sublimity and dignity when face to face with every injustice, in

the gentleness which distinguished degrees of offence, in the re-

signation which acknowledged all as the dispensation of God, and,

above all, in the love which, under the heaviest load of personal

suffering, still showed itself susceptible of that of others, and made

it the object of special consideration. In fine, this struggle

evinces His full consciousness of the step He was about to take
;

but as everything was concentrated in this one moment, the feel-

ing thus produced well-nigh subdued Him, and filled His soul

with a horror which He could only master by prayer. For in all

great suffering the moment immediately preceding its commence-

ment is always the most torturing to the human mind ; when
in the midst of the anguish, the soul is in a manner elevated.

Such anguish He experienced, yet without ever harbouring a doubt

of God, or losing sight of Him as the proper object of His con-

sciousness. It is not only death, however, which He goes forth to

meet, the fear of which He overcomes ; He also has to experience

the power of sin concentrated against Him. The deeply felt in-

justice of His death is present to His soul, and the curse which

the guilt of it will bring upon His people ; indeed, in the very

midst of His agonies. He is more acutely sensible of the baneful

power of sin over mankind (Matt. xxvi. 41 ; Luke xxiii. 34) than

of His own suffering. But to Him, the sinless One, the death

itself which He was about to encounter is something unnatural,

and hence His anguish at having to undergo the extreme penalty

of sin.

It belongs to the province of biography to describe the rapid

succession of events inwardly prepared for and decided on by

Him, but which was precipitated by His enemies in their haste to

secure the result without interrupting the feast. As to the fact

that Jesus really died, historical testimony is unanimous. Had
He not died. His whole life and teaching would have been de-

prived of its final truth. His teaching shows how He Himself

looked upon His death as the manifestation of His person and of

His work, in the perfection of self-sacrifice and the complete
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adoption of humanity through His fully sharing in the sense of

sin by His personal experience of its worst evil.

^19. Resurrection and Ascension of Jesus.

The accounts of the several appearances of the risen Jesus are

not at variance with each other, for they are only fragments which

evidently stand alone, and were selected with a plan and a pur-

pose. Matthew, for instance, thought it sufficient to relate the

first appearance immediately consequent on the fact, and the last

in Galilee which was also of essential importance, Nor does the

change of scene present any difficulty. The disciples might very

well stay at Jerusalem until the conclusion of the feast, although

Jesus had bidden them go into Galilee ; and after their sojourn

there, they could easily have returned to Jerusalem on the ap-

proach of the season of Pentecost, and receive His command to

await there the outpouring or the Spirit, The narrative of the

first appearance is, however, common to all four evangelists.

Now it is not possible to assume either an apparent death and a

successful awaking from it brought about by divine providence, or

so extravagant a plan as that Jesus allowed Himself to be crucified

in order to give colour to an assumed resurrection. Moreover, the

supposition of a deception, wrought by the apostles, is an unworthy

one, and that they could have been self-deceived is impossible ; so

that there remains only the possibility of a mythical explanation

for those who are entirely determined to evade the historical one.

But how could the myth arise ? According to the gospels, the

disciples had, before the fact, no belief which could give rise

to such a hope, but were, on the contrary, in a dejected frame of

mind in consequence of the death of Jesus ; and tliis is exactly

what the history would have led us to expect. The great revolution

in their frame of mind can only be accounted for by the supposi-

tion of some extraordinary occurrence. And a vision can in no

way suffice for this. The Apostle Paul, in enumerating amongst

other appearances in proof of the resurrection, the one which he

had himself experienced, in no "way sanctions the supposition that

he regarded them all as visionary, but only shows that he looked

upon his own also as objective. The purport and aim of his

statement presuppose the characteristics of objective appearances

;

for five hundred men do not at the same moment experience a

merely subjective one. Unless, therefore, special aversion to
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miracles is raised into the highest law of investigation, it is im-

possible to avoid presupposing just such an extraordinary fact as

is presented in the gospel history of the resurrection.

The appearances of the risen One are recorded in such a way

as to show that they are neither to be regarded as visionary nor

as the appearances of one again returning to a permanent con-

tinuance of an earthly life. His soul had really left His body,

according to the New Testament doctrine (1 Pet. iii. 18, 19), and

the resurrection restored the bond of union between them ; but

the question remains, whether the result was a re-establishment of

mere bodily life under its former conditions, or, on the contrary,

that a glorification took place to a new and immortal life. The

phenomena recorded in John xx. 20-27, Luke xxiv. 39-43, Acts

X. 41 (John xxi.) have indeed been appealed to in support of

the former supposition ; but what they go to prove is no more

than the fact of real bodily appearance as opposed to an in-

corporeal or visionary apparition, without excluding a glorified

corporeality. The latter supposition, on the other hand, seems to

gain confirmation from other features, such as the descriptions of

His coming and going (John xx. 26, xxi. 1, cjjavepouadai), and

the designation of His going as a "vanishing" (Luke xxiv. 31).

With this also agree the pains He took to convince the disciples

of the reality of His body, and also the expression aTjfjbelov for

His resurrection (John xx. 30). And even if the real state of

the case cannot be exactly made out, the evangelists, at all events,

represent the resurrection as a renewal of life, from which the idea

of a second death was excluded. This view assumes a more

definite form in the apostolic teaching, according to which the

resurrection of Jesus runs completely parallel with our own,—the

latter being, however, a glorification (1 Cor. xv. ; Eom. viii. ; Col. i.;

2 Cor. iv. ; Eev. i.). For this reason the ascension is associated

with the resurrection, and, indeed, indirectly with the crucifixion

itself (1 Pet. i. 21 ; Eph. i. 20, ii. 6 ; Eom. viii. 34 ; Acts ii. 32, 33,

v. 31
;
[Eom i. 4, xiv. 9 ; PhiL ii. 9]). And although the two

events are so distinguished that the appearance of Jesus cannot

be described as a mere descent again from heaven to earth, yet a

combined view of all the circumstances seems to favour the

opinion that a gradual glorification began at the resurrection, but

was not completed until the ascension. It is in the nature of the

case that we should not be able to picture to ourselves any exact
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view of this process. His previous intimations testify that the

resurrection of Jesus formed an essential part of His work. He
Himself makes early allusion to it in speaking of the rebuilding of

the temple (John ii. 19-22); and although in the temple, which was

to be destroyed through the obstinacy of the Jews, there may be

some reference to the destruction of the material building, still the

words mainly refer to the new temple of His risen body. The

discourse about the sign of the prophet Jonah belongs to the same

subject. But, besides these allegorical allusions, we have also

distinct announcements in connection with the notification of His

suffering (Matt, xvi., xvii ||). There is also the discourse before

His apprehension (Matt. xxvi. 32) ; and on another occasion the

time is incidentally mentioned (Matt. xvii. 9). Compare also

what is related by John (x. 1*7, 18), with which agrees the dis-

course about the quickening power of the flesh and blood of Jesus

(John vi.). The farewell discourses also (John xiv.-xvi.) do not

merely refer to a spiritual coming again, but as clearly {e.g. John xvi.

22) to an outward and visible reappearance. It cannot be said that,

these intimations being presupposed, the unbelief of the disciples

is unintelligible ; for the matter was still beyond their comprehen-

sion. Nor is the ethical character of His death impaired by it

:

it is still a real death, as certainly as that of Christians who
believe in His and their resurrection. The use He made of His

predicted reappearance was not to renew His connection with the

multitude, which would have disturbed the quiet course of His

work, but with behevers, for the purpose of giving them new
and final charges and promises, and especially to explain to them
His sufferings, so as at once to transfer them to a higher stand-

point. Thus the closer significance of the fact itself was, on the

one hand, to set His death in its true light, and to justify Him in

it, and, on the other, to prove His life to be superior to death,

which life He in His power is able to impart to others.

The credibility of the ascension depends upon the foregoing

fact of the resurrection. Existing conceptions of the Messiah

afibrded no groundwork for the construction of a myth on this

subject. The Jews pictured to themselves a Messiah who would

remain on earth. The ascension is in full harmony with the

Christian idea, and consistently closes the life of the risen Saviour

;

but these are the grounds for a fact, and not for a myth, so soon

as the reality of the rcsurrcction.is admitted. Such an occurrence,
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indeed, must have induced the disciples to wait in full assurance

of faith for the outpouring of the Spirit, and no longer to hope

for the immediate return of Jesus, The conscientious narrative

of Luke is sufficient authority for this event. But although the

objective fact is not mentioned in apostolical literature, yet the

dogmatically important result of the fact, the " sitting at the right

hand of God," is frequently spoken of throughout the New Testa-

ment ; sometimes, indeed, in expressions (such as Acts ii. 32,

Eph. iv. 8-10, 1 Tim. iii. 16) which point to the event itself

Although the evangelists Matthew and John do not expressly

mention it, they have handed down to us discourses in which the

higher fact is attested (John vi. 62, xx. 17, the farewell discourses,

and Matt, xxviii. 16-20). It is this higher fact, the entrance

into the invisible world without death, that naturally completes the

glorification begun at the resurrection. The external and sym-

bolical occurrence, the elevation and concealment of Jesus within

the cloud, was only intended to signify to the disciples that their

position was now definitely settled, and that henceforth they were

to regard their Master as belonging to the invisible world. Death

was vanquished at the resurrection ; in the ascension, the incom-

plete perfection of the corporeal element is subordinated. If

Jesus overcame death in the biblical sense. His \dctory must

necessarily be followed by this transformation into a glorified state.

And hence the ascension is not only the assurance and foreshadow-

ing to us of our heavenly life (Col. iii. 1—4 ; cf 1 John iii. 2
;

Acts iii. 26), but also the fact on which depends our belief in the

future change of our mortal life, which, according to the apostle's

teaching, is in store for us.
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SECOND DIVISION.

THE TEACHING OF JESUS.

^20. Summary.

The teaching of Jesus is presented to us as the declaration of the

salvation involved in His appearance, and more in detail

—

(1) Of the glorification of the Father in the Son.

(2) Of the redemption of mankind through the Son.

(3) Of the kingdom of God in which both the glorification and

the redemption find their accomplishment.

Amidst all the varieties of form and manner, a unity of pur-

pose is plainly evident in our Lord's teaching, which makes it

possible to draw up a regular statement wherein the various

doctrinal elements may be traced back to the fundamental idea

which forms the internal unity of the teaching, and from which

their organic completeness is derived. But tliis course has not

uniformly been adopted ; for, in presenting our Lord's teaching

from the historical and exegetical point of view, men have allowed

themselves, especially in biblical theology, to bring both biblical

teaching in general, and this branch of it in particular, into con-

formity with certain current dogmatical formulse.

The characteristic title evajyeXtov, the message of salvation, by

which He Himself distinguished His teaching, enables us to dis-

cern without difficulty the thread of unity which runs through it.

He apphes this name in its absolute sense to His teaching (Mark

i. 14, xiii. 10 ; Matt. xxvi. 13) ; it is this which He proclaims

and which is announced by the apostles in His name (Mark xvi. 1 5

;

Matt. xxvi. 13). It is to a salvation now within view that His

message refers (Mark i. 1 5). The time is fulfilled, and the king-

dom of God is at hand. It is therefore the gospel of the king-

dom of God, and is so called by the evangelists themselves (Mark

i. 14; Matthew j^xissm). The subjects of the Lord's teaching

are accordingly named by Him the mysteries of the kingdom

;
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doctrines previously hidden from mankind, but at length by

divine revelation made known to them (Matt. xiii. 11 ; Luke

viii. 10). Accordingly, it is not only, in general terms, salva-

tion which had been brought to light, but, in particular, God's

kingdom as destined to be established and forthwith perfected

through the revealed Messiah, that is pointed out as the subject

of the Lord's teaching (Luke iv. 43), Here, too. He declares that

it belongs to His office and ministry to preach the gospel of the

kingdom in the other cities also, for that to that purpose He was

sent. In exact agreement with this, the Lord includes in the

task assigned to Him the work of making known the name of the

Father, revealing and declaring Him (John xvii. 4, 6, cf i. 17,

18). Agreeably with this, it appears also from what He says,

Matt. xi. 27, that the essential relation subsisting between the

Father and the Son necessitates that the knowledge of the Father

should be imparted only through the Son. Hence, to reveal

and declare Him formed a part of the task committed to Him
by the Father. This, therefore, is one side of the gospel of the

kinfrdom of God—to reveal the nature and name of the Father, to

make Him known and to glorify Him through the Son amongst

men first. The other side of it, namely, Jesus' relation to man-

kind, is indicated in other expressions. The Lord specifies His

task as that of saving and blessing, that is, in short, redeeming

the lost, and rescuing mankind from the corruption of sin (Matt.

xviii. 11, XX. 28 ; Luke xix. 10). This is the acodrjvat for

men through the Son of God (John iii. 16, 17), or the salva-

tion, the acnTripia, for all mankind, which, so far as the acoTTjp rov

Koa/jLov appears in it (John iv. 42), was to proceed from the

Jewish nation (John iv. 22). In this acoOrjvai of mankind lies the

life {^cori) of which those who have fallen into the ruin of sin are

made partakers through Christ. Thus the Lord Himself charac-

terizes the scope and purpose of His own teaching. We have

also the plainest references to the purport of His teaching and

the aim of His work, of which, indeed. His teaching forms an

essential portion; this work, too, being of necessity the chief subject

of His teaching. By His own expressions. His teaching is pointed

out to us as the gospel, and we are led on to the two aspects of

it, His relation to the Father and to man, through which the

whole relationship between God and man has received its peculiar

form. We are thus clearly shown our Lord's express percep-
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tion of imity in His own teaching. He is assured of, and defines

the nature of, His teaching as being gospel, as in truth a message

that the kingdom of God has now appeared as an accomplished

fact, in which He knows is involved both the glorification of the

Father and the redemption of mankind through Himself. Being,

then, in the first place, assured of the unity of our Lord's teaching

by its gospel character, we have the divisions of its organization

in the above-named points. We have purposely so arranged these

divisions that the kingdom of God is taken last, and regarded as

the result of the other two acts, the glorification of the Father,

and the redemption of the world. The conception of the kingdom

of God is obviously the more complex and pregnant, and includes

the conceptions both of God and man, definitely presupposing the

relation of each to the other. This third point might indeed have

been put first, but then there would have been no gradation, and

we should have had to anticipate. In one respect, certainly, it

would have been desirable to give this priority to the doctrine of

the kingdom of God, because we could then have begun with the

teaching connected with it, to which our Lord Himself gave

priority in the preparative attitude which He first assumed. But

it is easy to see that this was a a-v<yKara^aat<; on His part. It

was the wisdom of His teaching which adopted this course, out of

regard for the subjective need of His hearers ; but also, in these

very discourses which He delivered in the earliest days of His

ministry, the subject of the kingdom of God was not exhausted,

other points being reserved for His later discourses upon the

course of its development.

"We therefore believe that we shall best penetrate into the inner

essence of the teaching of Jesus, if, amongst its three main points,

we give the last place to that of the kingdom of God, as the one in

which both the others converge. But we see at once the organic

connection which subsists between them : each leads to the others
;

and neither, without the others, can be perfectly developed. The

glorification of the Father in the Son and in the Spirit leads of

itself to the subject of redemption with which the former is in-

separably connected, so soon as we consider it in its relation to

mankind ; and hence the second supplements the first, and both

togctlier find their issue in the kingdom of God, in the first place

amongst men.

It must, however, be observed that we are not concerned with



DIV. II. § 21.] GOD THE FATHER. 93

isolated and abstract ideas either of God or man. As regards

the former, we exclude even the universal conception of God, but

are concerned with Him as Father in the precise Christian defini-

tion of the term. And viewing Him as glorified in the Son, we
are brought into direct contact with a living act, and God is com-

prehended in the living activity of His manifestation and glory,

into the circle of which man also, notwithstanding his sin, is

admitted, and his redemption thereby accomplished. In the

same way man must be regarded, not ^er se, but in immediate

relation to God, and therefore in the quality in which he must

be considered in a religious point of view; in the ethico-reli-

gious side of his character corresponding to his relation to God,

not, therefore, merely as a sinner, but as the object of the divine

act of redemption, and standing consequently in a determinate

relation not only to the Father, but also to the Son as Mediator

between God and man. With a like disregard for any abstract

notion of the world, we look upon it from an ethico-religious

point of view in its relation to God, and as the destined seat of

His kingdom. And herein it must be considered not only in

its relation to God in general, but essentially to the only-

begotten Son of God, who, as the Mediator between God and the

world, is called by the Apostle Paul the first-born of all creatures.

Our treatment of the teaching of Jesus will therefore differ

materially from that of others whose method is founded upon the

more or less usual canons of dogmatism. And we may indulge

the hope that, after having first clearly enunciated the funda-

mental principles of Christ's teaching common to the synoptical

and St, John's accounts, it may be possible to arrive sooner at an

order of arrangement corresponding to the intention and character

of that teachincf.

I. THE GLOEIFICATION- OF THE FATHER IX
THE SOK

§ 21. God the Father.

The teaching as to the Father, with which we begin, is set forth

in our Lord's discourses only so far as it stands in essential relation

to that of the Son, or of the children of God, and is therefore
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opposed in limine to an abstract idea of God. There are, indeed,

certain of His discourses in which no direct reference is made to

the Son, as (in the first three evangelists) in the Sermon on the

Mount, and (in John) the conversation with the Samaritan woman
(iv. 21, 24). But even in these such a reference is made in-

directly ; for in the Sermon on the Mount, in referring to the

kingdom of God, Jesus represents Himself as its Founder and

Lord (cf Matt. v. 1 7 ff., and vii. 21 ff.) ; and, in conversing with

the woman. He refers to the salvation which was to come by the

IMessiah, and points out that the time for praying to God in the

Spirit had arrived (cf. vers. 10, 14, 26), because salvation had

already appeared in Him. Other discourses, however, make it

plain how essentially that reference is contained in His teaching

;

and we are therefore fully justified in understanding what He
taught of God as relating to the Father. Our Lord Himself so

xmderstood and regarded it, as, for instance, in the important dis-

course of Matt. XL 25-27.

No further proof is needed that our Lord's discourses do not

contain any complete development of the doctrine of God's being

and attributes. This is explained by the fact that His teaching

was not systematic, but that He selected sometimes one topic of

discourse, sometimes another, and adapted it to His hearers' wants,

l)resupposing always the religious faith of the Old Testament, but

elevating even this to a higher stage by the revelations of His

teacliing. In the Old Testament faith is implied the belief in the

living, intelligent, and holy God, the Creator and Lord of the

world, on whom it absolutely depends,—a belief opposed not only

to polytheism, but also to dualism (cf. in the latter respect, Isa.

xlv. 5-7) ; the belief, too, in a moral relation of man to God, and

especially in a divine plan of salvation, which, embracing the

whole human race, finds its first realization in the people of Israel

(cf. Gen. xii. 3, xxviii. 14 ; Isa. xlii. 1, 4, 6, xlix. 6, Ix. 3 ; Mic. iv.

2). Witliout attempting here to discuss further the substance of

the Old Testament faith, it will suffice to direct attention to a few

important particulars in wliich our age not unfrequently goes too

far in stating and passing judgment upon the religious belief of the

Old Testament. Thus, with regard to the so-called moral attributes

of God in the conception of Him founded on the Old Testament,

the characteristics of a jealous and just God are brought forward too

prominently, although in the Old Testament that of mercy is as
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essentially and prominently asserted, nay, even more so than the

others (cf. as principal passages, Ex. xxxiv. 6, 7 ; Ps. Ixxxvi. 5,

15, ciii. 8-18, cxlv. 7-10; Joel ii. 13; Jonah iv. 2, 10, 11).

In addition to this, the relation of God to man in the Old Testa-

ment is wont to be represented as if in the old belief He were

conceived as standing opposed to, and at an infinite distance from,

mankind. This is, at least, a great exaggeration ; for, although

the opinion opposed to this is a speciality of Christianity, stand-

ing out conspicuously in the doctrine of the incarnation, and of

the Spirit indwelling in believers
;
yet not only is the doctrine of

God's omnipresence put forward with sufficient liveliness and force,

so that the world appears entirely dependent on the presence of

God, but also as regards the spiritual nature and inner life of

man, the Old Testament undoubtedly recognises the Spirit of God
working in him. The Old Testament also clearly recognised that

the Spirit of God should first rest in full measure on the Messiah

(Isa. xi. 2), and be then revealed and poured out in His seven-

fold activity upon all flesh, upon all mankind (cf Joel iii. 1, 2,

and later Isa. xliv. 3; Ezek. xxxvi. 26, 27, cf xi. 19, xxxix.

29, also Isa. liv, 13; Jer. xxxi. 33; [John vi. 45]). Accord-

ing to this, the truth that God is not merely and absolutely

external to man is decidedly recognised in the Old Testament,

which, however, holds most firmly to the distinction of God from

the world, as of the Creator from the creature, the Holy One from

sinners, and is well aware of the fact that the revelation and self-

communication of God to men is not yet complete, but that

another phase of the intercourse between them is still impending.

It also clearly understands that in the belief in a God who has

not left Himself without witness amongst men is contained also

the belief of a moral relation between God and man, at first

gradually developed, approaching completion in the Messianic

times, and to be consummated hereafter. From what has been

said, it will be easy to understand how much is implied in the

statement that our Lord presupposed the Old Testament belief,

and wliat a deep foundation was already laid for a living system

of divine teaching ; also that in a certain measure only one

essential step was wanting to at once transform the faith in God
of the Old Testament into that of the New, and thereby to fulfil

Moses and the prophets. This result was brought about in our

Lord's teacliing apparently by the most simple means, but in a
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manner most riclily productive of fruit, and bearing in itself the

germ of infinite development. The aim of His teaching as to the

nature of God being to quicken men's belief in Him as a living

and personal God, and consequently as standing in a moral rela-

tion to the world and to man, the two points to which He gives

greatest prominence, and by means of which He completes the

Old Testament conception of the divine being, are, that God is a

Spirit, and that God is the Father. These two definitions are not

expressed in this way in the old covenant, but, coming from our

Lord's lips, they elevate the Old Testament conception of the

divine being to its New Testament potency : they stand in an

inner connection with each other, and from them proceeds all

that is contained in the testimony of Jesus concerning the divine

attributes.

We begin with the definition that God is a Spirit, because the

second and fuller one, that God is the Father, to a certain extent

presupposes the other. This conception is pronounced in a dis-

course preserved by St. John, and is addressed to the Samaritan

woman and not to the Old Testament believers, just as if the

latter, already entertaining this view to some extent, had less

need of the idea as a new definition of doctrine. The spiritual

nature of God had been more and more revealed under the Old

Testament dispensation, and now the idea needed only to be

brought out in a definite shape. The definitions of the Old

Testament conception of God most nearly connected with this

part of the subject are the following : (a) First, the conception of

God as i^)J^l, the One who exists, who is and wiU be, as the God
who appeared to Moses, explained this name (Ex. iii. 13-16, cf.

Isa. xliv. 6 ; Eev. i. 4). Hence it signifies the simply existent

One, co-extensive with Himself, and eternal ; and the name clearly

contains the root of to he. (6) Next comes the definition of God
as the living God (Deut. v. 23 ; Isa. xxxvii. 4, 17 ; Jer. xxiiL 36),

which also occurs in the New Testament (Matt. xvi. 16), and in the

mouth of our Lord Himself (o ^o)v irarrjp, John vi. 5 7), in contra-

distinction to the lifeless, inert, and inoperative idols ; the living

and the true God, who gives effectual proof of this character, and

manifests Himself to, and in favour of. His worshippers. These

are the elements for the conception (c) of God as a Spirit, which

Jesus briefly pronounces Him to be (John iv. 24). As soon as

the Samaritan woman recognised Him as a prophet, she pro-
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pounded her leading religious question, seeking to know where men
ought to worship, in Jerusalem or on the mountain of Samaria ?

The time will come, the Lord says, when men will worship God

neither in the one nor the other place exclusively. The Sama-

ritans, indeed, know not what they worship : they are wanting

in the just apprehension of the object of their adoration, which

the Jews possess, because salvation comes from them (ver. 22)

;

and hence the Jewish people is the soil prepared by God from

which the divine salvation is to issue. What has taken place by

God's ordinance and guidance within the Jewish people is not,

however, the limit of the change ; but the hour is coming, nay,

already come, when the true worshippers will worship the Father

in spirit and in truth ; for the Father seeks such to worship Him,

and knows also how to prepare them for Himself, viz. by realizing

the acorrjpia (ver 22), which has its starting-point in the Jewish

people. For (and now comes the reason for it) God is a Spirit

(ver. 24) ; and those who worship Him must worship Him in

spirit and in truth. The predicate 7rvev/j>a stands first for the

sake of emphasis, and not as a Hebraism, The word is elsewhere

used in contradistinction to what is corporeal (Luke xxiv, 39),

a contrast being implied in this passage to anything subject to

conditions of space. Were God in any wise comprehensible by

any limits of space. His worship also would be confined within

the same bounds ; but as any such local limitation and deter-

mination are excluded by our Lord (ver. 21), it follows that the

essential worship aimed at by the Father is raised above the

possibility of being circumscribed by any such limitations. God

as a Spirit is elevated not only above every local, but above every

material condition and limitation, being in Himself the most per-

fect form of life, as the intelligent and Holy One who can only be

approached in spirit and in truth. And in virtue of the Divine

Spirit and the truth thus inwardly imparted, man is enabled to

draw near in spirit to God with worship and adoration. Upon
this idea of God as a Spirit rests also another which our Lord

sets forth, that this God has life originally in Himself (John

V. 26), and is therefore the fountain of all life (vers. 26 and 21),

and incessantly in operation (John v. 17). He is the one true

God (John xvii. 3), whom to know is everlasting life ; He is the

life to that extent that none can truly know Him without them-

selves becoming participators in the divine life. He is therefore

G
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the ^wv and I^coottoloov. Through this conception 6f God as a

Spirit, everything else which Jesus taught concerning Him, for

the production of a living faith,—which, too, is true even from an

Old Testament point of view,—is placed in a peculiar light. The

idea already implied in the Old Testament now more expressly

culminates in the conception of a Spirit ; for the same God who
is a Spirit is also the Author of the world. And indeed because He
is in Himself the absolutely perfect, self-conscious, holy, and active

life. He is also the unconditionally free and gracious Author of the

world. The dependence of the world on God appears not merely

from the address to Him (Matt. xi. 25 ; Luke x. 21) as Lord of

heaven and earth, but is pointed out as of universal extent, rest-

ing upon the fact of creation {Kara^dkr] rov Koa-fiov, John xvii.

24), and embracing, therefore, even the minutest objects. "We see

this in the discourses in which our Lord requires unconditional

confidence in God (Matt. vi. 25-34), especially from the apostles

in their calling (Luke xii. 4-7, cf Matt. x. 28-31), and where He
encourages to prayer (Matt. vii. 7-11, vi, 10-13 ; Luke xi. 1-8).

It is further evident that God, on whom the world is absolutely

dependent, is also represented in the teaching of Jesus as the

absolutely/ good, since this dependence is put forward as a sufficient

ground for unlimited confidence. Jesus also expressly teaches that

God is perfect ; as being the prototype of all moral perfection, and

especially of all love (Matt. v. 48). God is verily the only good

(There is none good but one, that is God, Matt. xix. 17 ; Luke

xviii 19), and is therefore the trustworthy Giver of aU good

gifts (Matt. vii. 9-11). In this absolute sense He alone is good,

both in Himself and by conununication to others ; for the very

conception of God as a Spirit implies that He is a self-compre-

hending and self-existent life, the holy and intelligent source

of activity, but withal that His life and being is not limited to

Himself, but is self-imparting. All this is, indeed, involved in

the idea of the Spirit and the life, as these words are used abso-

lutely of the Divine Being.

But on this very account our Lord's teaching does not stop

here. The method He adopts is to assert the idea of Spirit only

when He desires to draw some important inference from it ; at

other times, the leading idea on which He has formed the con-

ception He would convey of God is of a different nature,—that of

the Father. Hence the passages in which we recognise God as a
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Spirit,—who is the perfect life in His relation to the world,—are

exactly those in which our Lord does not merely call Him God
and Spirit, but represents Him as Father ; as, for instance, where

He mentions His perfection (Matt. v. 48), and where He points

to Him as the trustworthy Giver of good gifts (Matt. vii. 9-11).

But we shall see hereafter how these two ideas—that God is a

Spirit, and God is a Father—stand in an inner connection with

each other. The opinion that Christ employed the term 0eo?

more in the presence of the Jews, and irarrjp to His disciples, is

untenable ; for we cannot regard the Sermon on the Mount, in

which He chiefly used the latter term, as addressed exclusively

to His disciples.

By this second leading definition of God as the Father, Christ

complemented and perfected the Old Testament conception ; for

even this idea is not an entirely new one, but finds its counter-

part in the Old Testament.

The living God, who reveals Himself to His own, is the God
of Abraham, Isaac, and Jacob (Ex. iii. 6 ; Matt. xxii. 32 ; of.

Heb. xi. 1 7 ff.), the God of Israel, the Holy One of Israel. He
avers Himself to be the absolutely existing and Living One, and

as standing in a peculiar covenant relation to the people of Israel,

and first to their forefathers, who were specially called to the

blessing, and therein to be the starting-point of a plan of sal-

vation for mankind. But in the same way as Jesus briefly sums

up the notion of the absolute and self-existent in the term Spirit,

so He does that of the God of Abraham, etc., as Father, as in the

expression " My Father and your Father" (John xx. 1 7). He ap-

peals no more to the relation in which God stood to the nation and

their forefathers, but takes His stand simply on what God is in Him,

and for Him, and what therein He will be for all mankind. Here,

too, the teaching of the Old Testament is brought to a climax in the

idea of Jesus. The idea of Father, as occurring in the Old Testament,

has in later times been erroneously referred to God as the Creator

and beneficent Sustainer of mankind ; and Mai. ii. 1 is specially

appealed to in proof of this. The idea of God as the Father of aU
is said to be found here ; but in this passage, according to the

context, those who are said to have God as a common Father are

only the members of the people of Israel, as we see from the end

of the verse. Consequently, although we read, "Hath not one

God created us ? " we must suppose that it is only the general
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idea of the Creator, modified by the special relation subsisting

between Jehovah and the Israelites. This is confirmed by the

remaining passages, in which God is spoken of as the Father in

reference to the theocratic people, so far as it was chosen, con-

stituted, and educated by God (Deut. xxxii. 6, and cf. generally

the whole book as to God's fatherly guidance; also Isa. Ixiii. 16,

Ixiv. 8, cf. 9-11
; Jer. xxxi. 9, cf. iii. 19, where the people is

called Jehovah's son ; Ex. iv. 22 ; Jer. xxxi. 20 ; Hos. xi. 1
;

Deut. 131, viii. 5.) Moreover, the name of Father is applied to

Jehovah not only in reference to the people as a whole, but also to

individual members of it (Mai. ii. 10; Isa. Lxiii. 16); and they

are called His sons and daughters (Deut. xxxii. 19 ; Isa. i. 2, 4,

lxiii. 8 ; Deut. xiv. 1). In any case, however, it is clear that

God is not in the Old Testament called Father as Creator and

Sustainer of merely animal life,—a physical notion which obtains

more in the domain of heathenism (Zev<i irarrjp avhpoiv re dewv re),

—but in so far as He stands in a peculiar relation to one portion

of mankind, and in a special covenant and closer spiritual com-

munion with them. The idea is, in short, that of a spiritual and

moral relationship. It cannot, therefore, be said that the idea of

God is comprehended within narrow limits, because He is spoken

of as Father of the Israelites only, but rather that it is taken in a

higher sense ; and, moreover. His people represent no more than

the starting-point from which the paternal relationship should be

extended to all the nations of the earth.

Jesus Himself determined the signification of the title oi

Father, by employing it in a double reference, partly to His own

person, and partly to other men : in the former case most emi-

nently in a unique, in the latter, in a wider and derivative sense.

But in both it is not merely the Originator of natural life who
is spoken of, but the Author and Prototype, as the Sustainer,

Guardian, and Perfecter, of spiritual life, but in such a way as,

whilst giving this the foremost place, not to exclude the other.

In the former sense, the expression 6 TraTi'ip fiov often occurs, as,

for example, Matt. xi. 27 ; John ii. 16, v. 17 ; and in the latter

at Matt. vi. 4, 6, 8 ; and we also meet with TruTrjp vfiwv (Matt. vi.

8, 15, X. 20, 29, xxiii. 9 ; Luke vi. 36, xii. 30, 32), the Father

of the rifjhteous (Matt. xiii. 43); and the expression " Our Father"

is put into the mouth of believers (Matt. vi. 9). In the second

reference we frequently find the addition iv Toh ovpavoi';, or 6
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ovpdvLo^ (Matt. V. 16, 45, 48, vi. 1, 9, 14, 26, 32, vii. 11 ; Mark
xi. 25), or e'l ovpavov (Luke xi. 13). But in the first reference

also the same addition occurs, in order to prevent all mistake

(Matt. vii. 21, x. 32, xii. 50, xvi. 17, xviii. 10); and it originates

in the predominant view of the Old Testament that God dwells

in heaven, raised far above every human and earthly condition

(Ps. cxv. 3). Hence also the rabbis, in speaking of God as the

Father, call Him the heavenly,—no doubt to distinguish Him from

earthly fathers (cf. Matt. vii. 11). As regards the proper signi-

fication of the title, it is generally to be understood in reference

to men, that God is called their Father not merely as the Author

of their natural life. It is also strange that, when God is called

Father in the Bible, this is not done with respect to nature and

irrational beings, but to men and angelic spirits. It foUows,

therefore, that God must be understood as the Author of a life

resembling His own. Nor must it be overlooked that, as has been

already shown in the Old Testament, this conception of Father is

not extended to all men. Thus, since the title is not applied to

Him in the Old Testament in virtue of His relation to all man-

kind, the reflection comes in that, because men are alienated from

God by sin and become morally unlike and indeed opposed to

Him, the name of Father belongs to God only in reference to

those with whom He stands in peculiar covenant-relation. The

names of Father and child are used in the sense of spiritual and

moral relationship. Thus (Matt. v. 45) men are children of their

heavenly Father if they are like Him in spiritual and moral respects,

inwardly pervaded by the same spiritual life, especially by the

same love as it exists in Him ; and if they distinguish them-

selves thereby from sinners, in whom the sinful life prevails

(compare also John viii. 39 ff.). The Jews are not children ot

Afoaham, although his bodily (nrepfxa (ver. 37) ; they do not re-

semble him in their actions (ver. 40), but are in that respect rather

children of the devil (ver. 44); and hence the connection of spiritual

relationship is implied in the sonship of Abraham (cf. also the

viol Tov TTovrjpov, Matt. xiii. 38, and the application of the term

vLo<i 'A^padfj, to Zacchseus, Luke xix. 9). Also, in His powerful

closing discourse against the Pharisees, our Lord speaks in the

same way (Matt, xxiii. 31, 32 ; c£ Luke xi. 47) of spiritual son-

ship in opposition to the forefathers who persecuted the prophets.

But as above mentioned (John viii.), they are not Abraham's seed

;
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in consequence of their doings, tliey prove also that they are

not the children of God (John viii. 42, 47 ; cf. also the elvai e'/c

Tov Sia^oXov, ver. 44, with elvat ex rov 0eov, ver. 47 ; also the

parable of the good seed and of the tares of the field). We see

plainly from this, that the spiritual relationship denoted in the

names of Father and child is such as to include on one side the

causality of determinate spiritual life. God is Father, and man
His cliild, n.ot merely through the giving and receiving of natural

life,—even if it be one endowed with reason,—but so far as God,

on the basis of tliis life, sets Himself in a relation of spiritual

community with man, cherishes and perfects him as standing in

moral and spiritual relations with Himself Thus, then, God as

Father is love exhibited in action, the loving Author of the

inner life spiritually and morally allied to Himself; and, as the

Author, so also the Sustainer of it, who cherishes and brings it to

perfection. This appears in our Lord's words (Matt. vii. 9-11
;

Luke xi. 11-13), where the idea of paternal love already ex-

hibited in sinful humanity is enhanced by application to a God
who is absolutely good and perfect. So, too (Matt, xviii. 14;

Luke XV. 2 ff. ; cf Matt. xix. 2 6, xviii. 2 3), the idea of the divine

paternal love is developed as the consummation of pastoral fidelity

in man (ver. 23). See also what we read in St. John (iii. 16,

xvii. 2) of the love of God. In this spiritual and moral fatherly

relation lie the two essential points of the Christian conception of

God, which are, on the one side, His absolute elevation above the

Tjorld and men, in contradistinction from whom He is the Almighty

and the Holy One ; and, on the other, the most intimate communion

between their life and His, proceeding from the original relationship

of creation, and from the Iree self-imparting love of God. These

two elements combined complete the Christian conception of God
;

and their union is established by Christ Himself, through the

simple conception of the Father.

But although the Father is the originator and founder of a

spiritual and moral communion between Himself and the life of

which He is the Autlior, yet the relation is not confined to the

men Avhose Father in this sense God is, nor even to superhuman

beings, such as the angels, to whom the expression vlo) rov Oeov

is undoubtedly applied by our Lord (Luke xx. 36), as if to point

out the liigher super-terrestrial condition which men may hope

to attain after death, but it attains perfection in its application to
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the Son, whose Father God is in the highest sense of the word
(cf. Matt. xi. 27 ^). He is, as our Lord says, "My God and your

God," "My Father and your Father" (John xx. 17); and how
sonship of men with God proceeds from that of Jesus is seen in

John xvii. 26, xiv. 6-13.

He therefore speaks of God chiefly as His Father, both ac-

cording to the synoptic evangelists and St. John ; and this is so

common in our Lord's discourses, that, besides what has been

already said, no other passages need be adduced in proof of it.

But there are also certain utterances in which the idea of God as

Father, in relation to the Son, is more distinctly brought out,

mostly in St. John ch. v. (c£ xiv.-xvii.), where Christ takes

advantage of the charge brought against Him of profaning the

Sabbath by His miracles, to enter more thoroughly into the sub-

ject of His relation to the Father. He works. He says, because

and as the Father works, and expresses Himself in such a way as

to show the Jews that He was speaking of God as His Father in

the precise sense of the word, making Himself, as they expressed

it, equal with God (ver. 18); so that our Lord was induced to

enter into a closer explanation of the relation subsisting between

Himself and the Father. This relation can only be completely

ascertained by a consideration of the idea of the Son also ; and

to this belongs the truth that the Father has life in Himself

(ver. 26) absolutely as the sole cause. The Son, too, has life in

Himself, but as imparted by the Father : the Father has given to

the Son to have life in Himself Hence, also, it is the Father

who imparts the life, and grants it to the Son in so comprehen-

sive a sense, that the Son Himself also can then quicken whom
He will (ver. 21), and can, moreover, do all that the Father does

by virtue of this fulness of life and the knowledge which accom-

panies it (vers. 19-21). On this account a relation of love sub-

sists between the Son and the Father, and, on the other hand,

the Father loves the Son (ver. 19, x. 17, xvii. 24, 26). This

communion, originating in the Father, is one both of knowledge

^ This miglit have been taken as the startuig-point of the inquiry, because

the relation of God to men is brought about by that in -which He stands

absolutely as Father to the Son. But as our Lord Himself adopts the other

method, proceeding from the lower to the higher sense of the term, and teach-

ing men to know God in the first place as the Father of those who are called

into His kingdom, the same plan has been followed here.
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and of action, as set forth in vers. 19 and 20, o/j-nlo)^ rroiel and

Trdvra heUvvcnv ainu). The community of knowledge is empha-

tically asserted (Matt. xi. 25-27 ; Luke x. 21, 22), and rests upon

the community of life and being (cf. John xiv. 7). For other

passages, cf. John xvii. 1, 21, 24, 25 ; Matt. x. 32, 33, xvi. 17,

27, XXV. 34, XX. 23, where Christ speaks of God as His Father

in the higher sense ; for God is Father in the most special sense

of the word as regards the Son ; and by that very fact brings

about His relation as Father to the children of God amongst

mankind and in the higher world. Thus God's love for the Son

from all eternity passes over to those who believe on Him (John

xvii. 26, cf. also xvi. 27); and the same idea runs through the

whole connection of His teaching. God is pre-eminently Father

of the Son, to wdiom He has given to have life in Himself and to

quicken whomsoever He will, and also full power over all flesh,

to give life to those whom the Father has given Him (John

xvii. 2). But on that account God is also the Father of those

who believe on the Son, and are thereby children of God. And
thus is God, in the fullest and richest sense, the Author of life

;

and the life which He gives is a divine life, and, indeed, a spiri-

tual communion with Himself in love. And this is exactly the

point where we see that the two leading ideas—of God as a

Father, and God as a Spirit—formed by our Lord, and in which

His teaching of God culminates, stand in close internal connec-

tion with each other. He taught men to know God as irvevfxa,

as being the absolute and perfect life, self-comprehensive in com-

plete self-consciousness and spontaneous activity, and imparting

Himself to others ; the notion of this self-communication and

thoroughly permeating influence being contained in the idea of

the Spirit, whence also the inference as to the worship of God is

immediately deduced (John iv. 24). But God as Father is like-

wise the intelligent and spiritual Author of life. The idea inter-

mediate to those of Father and Spirit is that God is love, the

highest conception of personality. The idea of Father includes

that of love, and the latter is presupposed in that of the Spirit.

And it is observable that the apostle, who alone has recorded the

apoplitliegm "God is love" (1 John iv. 8), the truth contained

in which lies at the foundation of all our Loixl's teaching, is the

same who has also alone preserved to us Jesus' utterance irvevfia

6 0609. In virtue of this love, God communicates life, and
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founds a spiritual fellowship of life and love between Himself

and rational creatures as His children. Tlie conclusion as to

God's worship, which Clirist draws (John iv. 22-24) from the con-

ception of Him as Spirit, is also derived elsewhere from the idea

of Father (Matt. vi. 3-8), where the subject of discourse is the

purity of piety in almsgiving and prayer, with a hint at the

omniscience of God as Father.

From this conception of the Divine Being as God and Father,

proceeds the more special teaching of Jesus as to the divine

atiributes ; and this idea forms the basis of all the predicates

He applies to the Father in His manifold discourses. He is the

one true God (o fiovo^ dXrjdcvo^;, John xvii. 3 ; cf. v. 44, vii. 28
;

Mark xii. 29), the knowledge of whom is eternal life; who is

in His own person so absolutely the life eternal that no one

can know Him without attaining that life. The knowledge of

Him is an appropriation of the divine life, and unattainable

without it ; for He who originally possesses the life in Himself

is the source whence it is imparted to others (John v. 21, 26,

iii. 15, 16, vi. 32, 33).

He is, as a Spirit, omniscient with reference partly to the Son,

whom He alone knows (Matt. xi. 27), and partly to the world

(Matt. vi. 8, 32, cf x. 30). This is also confirmed by the divine

prophecy which Jesus presupposes and accepts in His teaching.

He is almighty, so that all things are possible to Him (Matt.

xix. 26; Luke xviii. 27; Mark xiv. 36), especially the raising

of the dead to spiritual and physical life (John v. 21). He is,

consequently, greater than all (John x. 29), so that everything is

dependent on and ordered by Him (Matt. x. ^9, 30), and espe-

cially possesses full power over men, both in this life and the

next (Luke xii. 4, 5) ; being, moreover, in a state of constant

activity, so that no distinction between this and a state of rest

can find place with Him (John v. 17).

God is likewise omnipresent (Matt. vi. 4, 6, 18), and also eternal

(John xvii. 5, 24). He is not limited by the temporal conditions of

the world, but, as its Founder and Creator, originally superior to it.

This living incomprehensible God is holy (John xvii. 11), in

contradistinction from the world and sin, since He is not only

untainted by, but in His own nature safe and free from, it ; holy,

therefore, not merely in a negative but in a positive sense, and
imparting holiness to others.
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He alone, therefore, is good {Mo^tt. xix. 17; Luke xviii. 19),

and the trustworthy giver of all good gifts (Matt. vii. 9-11).

He alone, too, is true (a\r]6r]<:),—John viii. 26, c£ vers. 14-18, ver.

32, and perhaps also John vii. 28 {aXr)0iv6<;),—revealing Himself

as He is, and therefore also bearing witness to the truth. He is

full of love towards the world (John iii. 1 6), and therefore hcnign

to all creatures who are in need, even to the irrational creation

(Matt. vi. 26, 28-30), but especially to mankind as standing in

a higher position, insomuch that it is enough for men, with re-

gard to their wants, to be assured that God their Father knows of

them. And this holds good, not only of bodily wants, which are

here spoken of (as also in Matt. v. 45), and for which all men
indiscriminately, without reference to their moral conduct, are

supplied with what is necessary for the prolongation of their

natural life, as a foundation for the superstructure of a higher

state of existence. It refers also, generally, to everything which

can be the subject of desire, demand, or prayer, in so far as it is

a good gift, and in the highest degree to spiritual wants, and to

the highest gift of all, the Holy Ghost Himself (Luke xi. 13),

and to the kingdom of God (Luke xii. 31, 32), to the possession

of which all other good things shall be added (Matt. vi. 33).

So far, then, as the needy are suffering and miserable, this

benevolent God is the Merciful One (Luke vi. 36) ; so far as they

are sinners. He is gracious,—that is, ready to blot out the sins of

those who yield themselves to His counsel of grace (Matt, xviii.

23-27, 32,33 [iXeelv—a7r\ay)(yLa67]vai]; Luke xviii. 13; Matt.

xviii. 12-14; Luke xv. 11-32, cf 4-10). Thus God ap-

proaches sinners in fatherly love, with forgiveness and benefits,

deliverance and protection from evil (Matt. vi. 12-14), leading sin-

ners from death and sin to life and righteousness (Luke xviii. 14),

as the great God to whose power and pity nothing is impossible

(Mark x. 2 7 ; Luke xviii. 27); so that entrance into the king-

dom of God, which is impossible to the sinner as such, becomes

both possible and actual through God's power and grace (Matt.

xix. 23, 26 ; cf. Mark x. 23). On the other hand. He is i^^ticnt

and long-suffering, i.e. sparing even the yet unconverted sinner so

as to allow room for his conversion ; long-suffering enough to

grant to each according to his need sufficient time for repentance

(Luke xiii. 6-9).

But, inasmuch as the holy, true, and benevolent God regards
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and treats all rational beings with reference to the conduct which

may be justly imputed to them, He is the Eighteous (Si«ato^,

John xvii. 25). This term is not synonymous with 07409

(ver. 11), since the latter attribute, taken in connection with its

context, places God in opposition to sin : being free from, and

untainted by sin. He repels it from Him, and is perfectly safe

from its attacks. In the former passage, on the contrary, 8iKaio<;

points to the distinction between the Koafjio'i and the Eedeemer

with those who believe on Him, and accordingly lays down a

different line of conduct on God's part towards these two parties

;

so that it exactly designates the divine attribute by which He
regards and treats His subjects according to the behaviour which

may justly be imputed to them,—an attribute of the divine being

which by no means invalidates the others. To the province of

the divine righteousness belongs the question of God's judgments

(John v. 22, 27, 29), especially when He is represented, on the

one hand, as jealous, angry, and condemnatory, in respect of the

despisers of His kindness and forbearance and generally of His

will (Matt, xviii. 34, 35, xxii. 11-13, xxiii. 12, xxv. 26-29,

41-46
; cf. Luke xiv. 21, xii. 46), but, on the other hand, as

recompensing and compensating the good (Matt. v. 11, 12, vi. 4,

6, 18, xxv. 21, 29, 34) ; where, however, it must not be over-

looked that in so requiting the good. His freedom of action is

quite unrestrained (Matt. xx. 13—15). It is, then, this living and

illimitable, holy, loving, and righteous God in whom wisdom

dwells (Luke xi. 49 ; Matt. xi. 19). In all these attributes He
proves Himself to be the perfect One (Matt. v. 45), perfect on

every side, internally in Himself and externally in His works,

and therefore the prototype of all moral perfection, and especially

of all love ;. but in this perfection always manifesting Himself to

be God, the Spirit and Father,

This doctrine of the Father is the foundation on which all else

is built up, the root from which springs the whole stem and tree of

our Lord's teaching, limited at first to the doctrine of the glorification

of the Father in the Son, but embraciuGr afterwards its whole extent.

§ 22. TJie Son.

In § 21 we recognised the religious doctrines of the Old

Testament as being essential and fundamental hypotheses in our

Lord's teaching ; and although the New Testament element comes
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in more largely here, still the idea is rooted in the Old Testa-

ment. The relation subsisting absolutely between the Father and

the Son now first comes prominently into the foreground. The

teaching of the Lord on this point is direct self-testimony, the

revelation by Himself of His own self-consciousness, and the

attestation of this consciousness ; and to this testimony is due

the whole peculiarity of our Lord's teaching and of the religious

doctrines contained in the New Testament. The peculiar and

imique sense in which God is absolutely the Father here first

shows itself

In the Old Testament it was in the first place the theocratic nation

which was regarded as the son of God, Israel as the first-born son

(Ex. iv. 22; Jer. xxxi. 9—20); then the members of this people

as sons and daughters, or children of this God ; and thirdly, as a

son in the most eminent sense, the earthly representative of the

people, the chief minister of the covenant, and at the same time

God's deputy amongst the people, the theocratic king. And now
this relation culminates in the future Anointed One, in the abso-

lute sense of that term.

Jesus points Himself out as the Son simply, where, in the con-

text, the reference applies to the Father (Matt. xi. 27; John v. 19).

But in its deeper sense He gradually unfolds the doctrine of His

Sonship, at first preparing His countrymen, and then leading on

into its depths those who were capable of embracing it. On one

occasion, at Jerusalem, He asserts His dignity before a mixed

multitude ; but this did not occur in the earlier days of His

ministry. To this method belong also the titles Son of Man and

Son of God, which, both in the Synoptists and in John, He is re-

presented as using, which are indissolubly united, and mutually

complete each other.

The name Son of man, vi6<i tov avOpwirov, is found most fre-

quently in the Synoptists, and almost exclusively in the mouth of

Jesus Himself. The Son of man appears as a man among men, and

is described as having neither property nor home (Matt. viii. 20
;

Luke ix. 58); He eats and drinks (Matt xi. 19; Luke vii. 34); He
can forgive sins (Matt. ix. 6; Mark ii. 10; Luke v. 24); He is LiQrd

of the Sabljath (Matt. xii. 8; Mark ii. 28; Luke vi. 5); He is the

sower of the parable (Matt. xiii. 37, 41); He is come Jo save

(Matt, xviii. 11 ; Luke xix. 10), and to minister (Matt. xx. 28 ; .1

Murk x. 45). The disciples are desired to say for whom they
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take Him (Matt. xvi. 13). Sin against Him is not without for-

giveness (Matt. xii. 32; Luke xii. 10); the sign of Jonas is fulfilled

in Him (Matt, xii. 40; Luke xi. 30), He must fulfil the pre-

ordained and predicted destiny of His life (Matt. xxvi. AA) ; must

suffer, be rejected, betrayed by the kiss of a Judas (Luke xxii. 48),

and delivered up into the hands of sinners, ill-treated and cruci-

fied (Luke xxiv. 7 ; Mark viii. 31 ; Luke ix. 22
;
[Matt. xvi. 21

;]

Matt. xvii. 12; Mark ix. 12; Matt, xvii 22 f.; Mark ix. 31;
Luke ix. 44 ; Matt. xx. 18 f. ; Mark x. 33 f. ; Luke xviii. 31 ff,

;

Matt, xxvi, 2; Matt, xxvi, 24; Mark xiv, 21; Luke xxii, 22;
Matt, xxvi, 45 ; Mark xiv, 41 ; Luke xxii, 48) ; but He will rise

again (Matt. xvii. 9 ; Mark ix. 9 ; Matt. xvii. 23 ; Mark ix, 31

;

Matt. XX. 19 ; Mark x. 34; Luke xviii. 33) ; and a great future

with the Father, and a return in glory for the establishment of

His kingdom and for judgment, is in store for Him (Matt. x. 23,

xvi, 27 f. ; Mark viii. 38 ; Luke ix. 26 ; Matt. xix. 28, xxiv, 27

;

Luke xvii, 22, 24; Matt, xxiv. 30 f.; Mark xiii, 26; Luke
xxi. 27 f. ; Matt, xxiv, 37, 39 ; Luke xvii, 26, 30 ; Matt, xxiv. 44

;

Luke xii. 40, 21, 36; Matt, xxv, 31; Matt, xxvi. 64; Luke
xxii. 69). Men will be persecuted for His sake (Luke vi. 22 ; cf.

Matt. v. 10); He will be ashamed of those who are ashamed of

Him (Mark viii, 38; Luke ix, 26); but He will, on the other

hand, confess those who confess Him (Luke xii, 8 ; cf. Matt, x, 32);

and they will desire Him (Luke xvii, 22, 24, 25). The question

is also asked, whetherJHe shall find faith on the earth ? (Luke

xviii, 8.) In John's Gospel, also, the expression is really used, if

not so frequently and variously as in the Synoptists (cf. John
i. 5t, iii. 13, 14, v. 27), For other examples of the expression

in John, see vl 27, 53, 62, viii. 28, xii. 23, 34, xiii. 31.

We see from the foregoing how manifold the use of this ex-

pression is, and also that there is evidently a purpose in it. It is

at any rate characteristic, that it hardly ever occurs beyond the

limits of the gospel histories. We find it only once directly used

from the lips of the dying Stephen (Acts vii, 56). He had known
our Lord during His life on earth, and at the moment of being

stoned he beheld Him in a vision, and naturally employed the

expression which our Lord had in His time so frequently em-
ployed. The expression is used in another way in Eev. i. 13,

xiv. 14, with manifest reference to Dan. vii. 13.

We have next to inquire as to the meaning of the expression
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literally ; and, apart from all historical reference, it means nothing

but man, in the same sense as viol rcov dvdpcoTrcov (Mark iii. 28j,

children of men. In the Old Testament we find the expression

frequently in Ezekiel (e.g. xl. 4, xliv. 5), in the mouth of the

prophet's angelic conductor, to distinguish himself as the super-

human spirit, and for the purpose of awakening a feeling of de-

pendence on God and His messenger. But why then does Jesus

thus call Himself a child of man ?

Rationalism has pronounced o vio<; r. a. to mean the man Jure,

according to the manner of the Orientals, who avoid the term /,

and are desirous to put themselves into connection with the person

they are addressing, as " thy servant," " thine handmaid," etc. It

makes strongly against this interpretation that the pronoun outo9

is never added to the expression, often as it is supposed to occur

in this sense ; and its so frequent use becomes simply incom-

prehensible. Passages such as Matt. xvi. 13 would, on this sup-

position, become unmeaning ; but, so far from this being the case,

the expression clearly has reference, wherever it occurs, to the

peculiarity of the person of Jesus. The ideal explanation must

therefore go still further, and allow that Christ called Himself

the Son of man, in order to signify the special peculiarity of His

personahty, and to specify Himself in this important respect, in a

way which was well adapted, by its delicate and quiet intimation,

to shape itself into some more full and comprehensive conception

of the idea. Just the same may be said of the expression ySacrt-

Xeia Tov Geov, which He found in use, and could employ without

exciting too great a sensation. For He made use of it in such a

way that it was possible for Him, by gradually drawing out the

notion He wished to impart, to bring it nearer home to the people,

and thereby to ennoble and spiritualize their conception of the

Messianic kingdom, before He openly stepped forth before the

world with the declaration that He was Himself the Messiah, the

ruler of this kingdom. But tliis gives rise to the question, whether

we are justified in adhering to the merely literal explanation of

the expression, or whether it was not rather used historically as a

designation of the IMessiah ? Many assume that Jesus wished

thereby to make Himself known as the IMessiah pointed out by

Daniel (ch. vii. 13). The great authority attributed at that time

to the prophet Daniel on the subject of Messianic prophecy, as

well as the fact that the later Jews called the Messiah with re-
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ference to this passage the Son of clouds, is appealed to in support

of this opinion. Schleiermacher, on the other hand, speaks of it

as a strange conceit ; and certainly it cannot be proved that the

expression was in current use at the time of Jesus as a designation

of the Messiah (John xii. 34 ; cf. Matt. xvi. 13). Again, it is not

consistent with the character of Jesus merely to borrow an oft-recur-

ring expression, without at the same time intentionally giving to it,

though adopted from some other source, an original and character-

istic signification. And, lastly, the purport of the passages in which

He makes use of this expression obliges us at all events to go beyond

the bare allusion to Daniel, and to connect the purport of these

utterances with the verbal sense of the designation. But although

we give due weight to these considerations, it would surely be going

too far to deny, with Schleiermacher, that the expression 6 v/o? tov

avdpcoTTov was in no way historically suggested by that passage of

Daniel. For instance, there can be no doubt that in our Lord's

own utterances respecting His person He makes definite allusion

to that passage (Matt. xxiv. 30 ; cf. Mark xiii. 26 ; Luke xxi.

27, 36 ; in close connection with Matt. xxvi. 64, cf. Mark xiv.

62 ; Luke xxii. 69). In these passages He says, as in Dan. vii.

13, that the Son of man shall come in or upon the clouds of

heaven ; wherein we have this twofold assertion about the coming

king, that He is like a Son of man, and that He comes in the

clouds of heaven. Our Lord here evidently intends His hearers

to recall to mind that passage of Daniel, and also to regard Him-

self as there indicated. Thus it is certainly most probable that this

passage induced Jesus to choose the name 6 fio? rov avOpwirov for

Himself ; and this opinion is strengthened by the fact that the

book of Enoch also has the expression Son of man. And by

means of this passage great advantage accrued from His use of the

expression, that His fellow-countrymen would, on closer examina-

tion, be led to discover in it a designation of His person as the

Messiah, and be thus gradually initiated into the deeper and higher

sense of the Messianic idea, without the risk of popular excitement

which would have been incurred by an explicit declaration of His

Messiahship. But in order to exhaust its meaning, we must con-

nect the literal and ideal with the historical explanation, by adding

to the historical sense the signification of the expression itself.

Jesus uses this expression emphatically to denote Himself to be
" a man ;" in Grotius' view, to describe His lowliness, in Herder's
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opinion, to represent Himself as the ideal man. Thus much at

least is certain, that in the idea of man both views are combined,

—lowliness and weakness in relation to some higher being, dignity

and elevation as compared with a less exalted creature. In the

Old Testament we have the two beautifully united in Ps. viii. 5,

where the nature and position of men are so remarkably stated as

to become the type for the Messianic personality in the New
Testament (cf. Heb. ii. 6-8). It is indeed strange that the

passage just quoted is not (as well as that in Daniel) usually

taken into account in explaining the expression Son of man.

With regard to the use of the uto? tov avOpcoirov in our Lord's

mouth, Schleiermacher justly says that He could not have applied it

to Himself without the consciousness of His own complete partici-

pation in human nature ; and, further, that the special appro-

priation of it would have been unmeaning except He had some

ground for it which others could not claim, in giving to it some

pregnant sense indicating a marked distinction between Himself

and other men.

What kind of a distinction, then, is this ? It is said, and truly,

that our Lord was a man in the most distinguished sense of the

word ; but this distinction points to something else, viz. that He
was not merely a man, but more than a man, in virtue of the union

of a superhuman with His human nature, the former of which

became man in Him in the highest sense of the word. Two points

are, therefore, always implied in the expression Son of man, viz.

that, although veritably the Son of man. He was at the same time

something much higher still, and on the other side, that, exalted as

He was, in the strict sense of the word He was still a man—a man
in all human lowliness, and yet in the highest perfection. An
antithesis is hinted at in the expression Son of man ; and this is

easily accounted for if we remember that He quite as frequently

calls Himself the Son of God.

This pregnantly comprehensive conception of the Son of man,

brought home to us by what has been said above, will be further

verified by examination of the particular passages in which it occurs.

The synoptic passages.—The contrast above mentioned shows

itself most distinctly in Matt. xvi. 13-10 (cf. Mark viii., Luke

ix.). " Whom do men say that I the Son of man am ? " was the

question addressed by our Lord to His disciples. The opinions

entertained of Him by others having been mentioned, our Lord
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comes forward with the question, " Whom say ye that I am ? " to

which they reply, " Thou art the Christ, the Son of the living

God;" this being the sum of what they had learned and experienced

in their intercourse with Jesus. Here then the vio<i tov dvdpcoTrov

and the uto? tov &€ov are shown to be united in the same person

;

and in ver. 27, where we read that " the Son of man" will come in

tlie glory " of His Father," the two persons are similarly identified.

For the juxtaposition proves that the Son of man has God for His

Father, and in such a way that the glory of God is also His own,

and that in which He will hereafter come and manifest Himself

This general view is entirely confirmed by the remaining passages.

The Son of man appears as a man amongst men, resembling

other men in His manner of life (Matt. xi. 19; Luke vii. 34),

descending, indeed, still lower, and fulfilling, as prophesied, a hard

lot in life, with no possessions or resting-place on earth (Matt,

viii. 20 ; Luke ix. 58). He treads the path of suffering and

death, and is given over into the hands of sinners, betrayed by

the kiss of Judas, maltreated, crucified, and slain by wicked men
(cf Matt. XX. 18, and other passages quoted at p. 109 above).

He accomplishes His work on earth, and indeed forgives sins,

but still whilst in all human lowliness (Matt. ix. 6 and ||). He
is Lord even of the Sabbath, but still in earthly lowliness (Matt.

xii. 8 and ||). He is a sower come to sow good seed amongst man-
kind (Matt. xiii. 37); to seek and to save the lost (Matt, xviii. 1 1

;

Luke xix. 10), being not ashamed to interest Himself for them,

but Himself ministering to mankind by the sacrifice of His Kfe

(Matt. XX. 28 ; Mark x, 45). And because He appears in such

lowliness, He finds faith in few hearts only (Luke xviii. 8, vi. 22,

ix. 26 ; Mark viii. 38), nay, excites opposition so easily that a

man may be guilty of blasphemy against Him without committing

an unpardonable sin (Matt. xii. 32 ; Luke xii. 20). But in spite

of this insignificance, as the Son of man He will not only rise

from the dead on the third day (Matt. xvii. 9), but also reappear

one day in His glorious Idngdom to judge the world, and will ac-

knowledge or deny men, not only before the angels of God, but

also before the Father (Mark viii. 3 8 ; Luke ix. 2 6 ; Luke xii. 8 ff.

;

[Matt. X. 32 ;] cf. Luke vi. 22, xvii. 22), and will reign supreme

on the throne of His glory (Matt. xix. 28).

With this element of our Lord's teaching agrees also the histo-

rical representation given by the Synoptists of the Messianic life

H
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of Jesus. They represent Him as the Son of man "born of a
'

human mother (Matthew and Luke, and Gal. iv. 4), and fulfilling a

human destiny ; but withal as borne witness to both by the voice

of the Father as His Son at His baptism and transfiguration, and

also by His own self-testimony, and His resuiTection and ascension.

There is, in the first place, a man, but one in whom the glory of

the Son of God breaks forth amidst the obscurity of His human
lowlmess. The very course, indeed, of His earthly life is to reveal

this life as in truth that of the Son of God.

The passages in John likewise point to the union of the two con-

trasting elements in the unity of the person of Jesus, Although

we must not stop short there, we may therefore well adopt what

Neander says in his Life of Jesus, that " He thus calls Himself, as

one who, partaking of humanity, has worked out such great results

for human nature, through which results our nature is glorified,

who also most eminently answers to the ideal of man, and realizes

the prototype of humanity." In proof of this, he refers (besides

Matt. xii. 8) to John i. 52, iii. 13, v. 27, vi. 53. In our view, the

essential point is the perfect union of the Son of man and Son of

God in the person of Jesus. We base our view on John iii. 13 :

" No man hath ascended up to heaven (in relation first to know-

ledge, ver. 11) but He who came down from heaven, even the Son

of man, who is in heaven," that is to say, the originally super-

human one who became man, but in whose earthly life a heavenly

life co-exists ; who therefore holds communion with the angels,

and partakes of their services (i. 5^). Having come from heaven

to earth. He is possessed also of divine knowledge, and bears wit-

ness on earth to heavenly truths (vers._^ 11, 12), being lifted up,

indeed, as the divinely-appointed sign,—all-powerful to heal the

serpent's bite (ver. 14); but to Him, at the same time, all judgment

is committed by the Father (v. 27). He it is who, as the one

sealed by the Father (vi. 27), and as the bread of life which

comes down from heaven (vers. 32-38), is able to give men the food

which endureth even unto eternal life. He is man as none other,

who in His flesh and blood has rendered incarnate the divine,

making the purely human clement a form of manifestation for the

divine, whom man must take into himself and allow to pervade

his being; who, therefore, offered His flesh and blood for their

abiding use (ver. 53). He will at the last be exalted again into

heaven (vi. 62) ; certainly through suffering and the cross (viii. 28,
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xii. 32, 34), by which, however. He will be most gloriously mani-

fested. And the historical representation of the life of Jesus, as

given by St. John, agrees with this. In his prologue, in describing

Him whom he desires to bear witness to as the Messiah, he repre-

sents Him as the Word who was in the beginning with God, who

was Himself God, and became flesh. He is thus represented from

the very first as the Son of God. His divine nature is put in

the foremost place ; and the Baptist, with whose testimony the

historical account opens, bears direct witness to Him as the Son

of God, by virtue of the manifestation which took place at His

baptism (i. 34 [33]). This Son of God is at the same time the

Son of man ; and in the latter name is clearly set forth by St. John

the perfect union of the two distinct elements. This difference,

however, is to be noticed, that whereas in the Synoptists the account

of the Son of man takes the foremost place, He being shown in His

Messianic life to be also the Son of God, St. John, on the contrary,

gives the precedence to the idea of the Son of God, manifested

indeed as a man throughout the whole course of His life, although

the beams of His glory as the only-begotten of the Father are

continually breaking through. Both representations, however,

agree in giving the Messianic life as the life of Him in whom
exists the perfect union of the Son of man and Son of God,

The second, but less common, title of distinction, is Son of God,

6 vi6<; Tov Qeov or vio<i ©eov ; or, still more frequently. Son only,

yet always in reference to God the Father, and therefore equiva-

lent to God's Son (Matt. xi. 27, cf. Luke x. 22 ; Mark xiii. 32
;

Matt, xxviii. 19 ; John v. 19-23, 26, vi. 40, compared with

44 ; viii. 36, cf, 38), whence also He oftener calls God 7raTr]p

than 0eo9, And, besides the utterances in which the Lord styles

Himself merely Son, but with reference to God the Father, the

name Son of God expressly occurs (John iii. 16, 17, 18), where,

too. He is called 6 u/o? 6 fiovoyev7]<;. There verses, indeed, are some-

times regarded, even by commentators who accept the gospel as

genuine and authentic, not as the words of Jesus, but as added

by the evangelist, possibly with reference to 1 John iv. 9 ; but

no proof of tliis is adduced. But, on a closer consideration of the

whole paragraph (John iii. 16-21), it appears to be a perfectly

appropriate continuation and conclusion of the conversation with

Nicodemus, who (after ver, 11) offered no further interpellation, as

in the earlier part of the interview, but after our Lord's reproof
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(ver. 10), as well as throughout the profound explanations which

followed (vers. 11-15), was so riveted as to become a willing

disciple, and acknowledged his Master as a Teacher come from

God (ver. 2 ; cf further John v. 23, ix. 35, of 37, x. 36, xi. 4, of.

37). The name u/09 Geov can, however, only be perfectly under-

stood by combining the historical and ideal conceptions of it.

Evidently, however, the New Testament has regard to the Old

Testament foundation for this idea of God's Son. In the Old

Testament the expression is used in a theocratic sense. Israel is

the first-born son of God, and the chosen amongst the nations of

the earth, even him of whom it is said in Hos. xi. 1, " Out of

Egypt have I called my son
;

" and hence individual members

of this nation are children of the covenant of God. And as the

name servant of Jehovah is applied to Israel and pious Israelites

generally, and then transferred to pre-eminent individuals, instru-

ments of God's wiU, so are the distinguished representatives of

God's people in an especial sense sons of God, but always with a

higher reference in the background to the anointed and theocratic

King, the Messiah, in whom the idea would culminate. Thus we
find the Son of God, in the theocratic sense, as the ground-work of

the Messianic promises and hopes of David (2 Sam. vii. 12-16,

especially ver. 14; Ps. Ixxxix. 28 (27), and with the whole con-

text, vers. 20-28, also Ps. ii. 7). In the psalm last quoted the

conception of a theocratic king is further worked out, and has

from very early times been understood of the Messiah, especially

the 7th verse, which St. Paul (Acts xiii. 33) quotes as referring

to the resurrection of Christ (cf Ptom. i. 4). In the idea of Son

of God is involved that of a peculiar similarity^_to^nd fellowship

with Him, and therein a special position both as regards God and

also His people, to whom He was the representative of God, as of

the highest theocratic King ; and, on the other hand. He is also

a representative of God's people, whose attributes as the sons of

God culminate in that kingly capacity. The same idea, however,

was stiU further worked out in the prophets through the gradual

nmltiplication of attributes ascribed to the Messiah. And thus it

is evident how the passage above quoted might form the basis for

a much fuller elaboration of the conception of the Son of God.

Now, supposing this idea to have been already brought forward

in the Old Testament, it is very probable that Jesus, in assuming

the name, had reference to it ; and the more so if it can be



DIV. II. § 9.2.'] THE SON. 117

credibly shown that the name was in use amongst our Lord's

contemporaries without reference to His perfecting of the idea.

We do actually find it in use, at all events, amongst those about

the person of Jesus ; but the question arises, how far the employ-

ment of it was owing to His influence ? Yet as regards the dis-

ciples, the expression is used (John i. 50) by Nathanael, when he

had hardly come into contact with Jesus at all (cf. vers. 42 and 46).

Here it is evidently employed, in the first place, in a theocratic

sense, but with an upward tendency, which already indicates

something more than other kings of Israel. We find the ex-

pression also in the mouth of Peter (Matt. xvi. 1 6), and likewise

of Martha (John xi. 27); in both cases, no doubt, on occasions

\vhere the influence of Jesus may be presupposed. But the con-

nection of the words, " Thou art the Christ, the Son of the living

God," makes it likely that it is the designation of the Messiah as

such, and indicates that the use of the word here is connected

with and rests upon the theocratic idea of the Old Testament

;

yet we must allow that from the lips of these two persons it is

the utterance of an impression upon their minds of the person of

Jesus, which had carried them beyond the merely theocratic idea.

More decisive is the passage in which the high priest, at the ex-

amination which he instituted into the Messianic claims of Jesus,

made use of the same title (Matt. xxvi. 63 ; cf. Luke xxii,

67-71 ; Mark xiv. 61). It may be here assumed that the high

priest wished to express the common traditionary notion of the

Messiah ; and in the same way, too, we find it employed by the

common people (Matt, xxvii. 40). It is also expressed by the

demons (Matt. viii. 29), and by Satan himself as the tempter (Matt.

iv. 3). Now it has been well said, by Olshausen for instance,

that in all these utterances the expression vloq tov 0eov contains

a close definition of the Messianic idea, which would set forth in

Jesus the nature of the Father ; and that those who called Him
by this name either acknowledged in Him the Messiah manifesting

the nature of the Father, or because they blamed Him for de-

claring Himself in that character. The disciples first applied the

name to Him after, in their intercourse with Him, the nature ,of

the Son was made known to them by revelation of God the Father,

whilst they immediately recognised Him as the Messiah. The

utterance of the high priest refers to Jesus' own declarations

;

and the words of the possessed are intended to express that even
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the demoniacal power recognised the true nature of Jesus. Apart

from the last, which may be regarded as a peculiar case, we may
notice, firstly, that the tempter's words (Matt, iv.) distinctly refer

to the heavenly voice which pointed out Jesus at His baptism as

the Son of God, in whom the Father was well pleased (iii. 1 7)

;

so that from that time forward the Lord walked the earth as the

Son of God, who had been testified to from heaven. And as re-

gards the declarations of the disciples, all of them at least could

not be derived from more intimate knowledge of His person,

because Nathanael calls Him by that name at their first interview.

And, whilst it cannot be shown that the high priest did not

employ the term y/09 tov Geov as explanatory of 6 XpiaTOf, it is

certain that the Sanhedrim (Luke xxii. 70, cf. 66) looked upon

them as identical. There can, on the other hand, be no doubt

that Jesus did not limit Himself to the theocratic idea, but rather

ascribed to Himself, as the vio<i tov ©eov, such attributes and such

a relation to the Father, that the title, although based historically

on the theocratic idea, acquired a much higher significance. This

idea was perfected by our Lord in His own teacliing. What is

commonly called the physical idea found no place in our Lord's

use of the words (Luke i. 35, cf. iii. 38), but rather what is com-

monly regarded as the metaphysical.

Strauss has remarked, that whilst in the Synoptists the high

priest regards the idea of the Son of God as so closely bound up
with that of the Messiah, that he unites the two expressions

(Matt. xxvi. 63), the Jews, in St. John's Gospel, attached so

much higher a meaning to the former, that they patiently bore

with Jesus' claim to be the Messiah (x. 25), but took up stones

to cast at Him as soon as He began to represent Himself as the

Son of God. In His defence, however, our Lord seems to ignore

the theocratic, and merely to notice the metaphysical signification.

r>ut in the latter respect the matter, in fact, stands differently. A
difference exists to this extent only, that, according to the incidents

and speeches selected by the fourth evangelist, Jesus was mainly

concerned, even before the visit at the time of His last passover,

with the people of Jerusalem, scribes, lawyers, members of the

Sanhedrim, and party leaders, and therefore rarely limited Him-
self to popular representations, but early entered upon the leading

point He liad in view. Hence the opposition He here met with

was on different grounds from that which He encountered (ac-
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cording to the Synoptists) in dealing with the people of Galilee

and Perea. These facts explain both the difference observable

in His own declarations, and also the peculiar nature of the

controversy in which He was engaged. If, then, amongst the

circumstances specially dealt with by St. John, there occur more

declarations respecting the person and work of Jesus,—and if

our Lord, in the presence of (to Him) less congenial subjects,

enters upon a testimony as to the higher elements of His nature,

—it is not to be wondered at that He should meet with contra-

diction. Thus it was not merely the expression Son of God, but

the sum-total of the higher attributes which He laid claim to as

standing in an unique connection with the Father, which excited

opposition. Thus in the passage (John x. 34-36) which has often

been appealed to from the rationalistic side in order to prove

that Jesus Himself pronounced against the higher idea of the vio<}

Tov &€ov,—an opinion which has as little foundation as the remark

of Strauss. For, in replying to the Jews who wished to stone

Him as a blasphemer of God because He made Himself equal to

God (ver. 33), our Lord objected (ver. 34) that the Old Testa-

ment law, which punished blasphemy with stoning, gave them no

right to consider Him guilty of the offence, since in the Old Tes-

tament itself men "to whom the word of God came" (ver. 35)

are called gods (vers. 34, 35 ; cf. Ps. Ixxxii. 6) ; much less, then,

could He be held to be a blasphemer against God for calling

Himself merely vi6<; tov Qeov, as one who was consecrated by the

Father and sent into the world (ver. 36). Here, therefore, Strauss

alleges that Jesus ignores the theocratic, and appeals exclusively

to the figurative use of the expression, in the passage where it is

said to magisterial persons. Ye are gods. But Strauss' remark is

incorrect. Jesus does not certainly appeal to the expression u/o?

TOV 0€ov as it is applied in the Old Testament to a theocratic

instrument, but He appeals to the theocratic use of the word

0eo9 itself, which is more to the purpose of His defence. The

Jews accuse Him of making Himself God, and He had to defend

Himself against this, and not for having called Himself the Son

of God. The means He adopted to refute this charge were much
more appropriate than would have been a mere appeal to the

theocratic use of the expression vm tov Geov in the Old Testa-

ment. At the same time He thus intimates that He never in\

reality laid claim to the predicate 0eo9, but only to the uto? tov '
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@eov, and that He is justified in so doing as tlie one wliom the

Father sanctified and sent into the world. But even then He
appeals to a theocratic use of the words, and goes upon a theo-

cratic idea of the Son of God. Tor the word '^yLua-e (cf. eV^/aa-

jta-e, John vi. 27) points to o ayio<: rod @eov [John vi. 69 ; Luke

iv. 34 (ix. 20)], the Holy One of God dedicated and anointed

by Him. Compare also the similar expressions o ayco<; iral'i crov,

Acts iv. 2 7, 3 ; o ajLo^ in a pregnant sense, Eev. iii. 7 ; and

also 01 ajioc avOpwiroi tov Qeov} the prophets who spake as they

were borne along and inspired by the Spirit of God (2 Pet. i. 21).

In saying, therefore, that He is the one consecrated by the Father

and sent into the world, He does not confine Himself exclusively

to the metaphysical idea, but makes a declaration which is based

on the theocratic use of the words uto? rov Geov, which is so dealt

with as to admit of being infinitely enhanced, since the relation

of Him who is anointed and sent into the world is closely defined.

But the statement is not based on the metaphysical idea of the

eternal generation, but on the theocratic idea ; and our Lord's

object is merely to show that the Jews had no right to apply to

Him the penal law against blasphemy.

Nor is Strauss correct in saying, that in John's Gospel it is

only persons well disposed who use the expression vm rov Oeou

in its Messianic sense, whilst His enemies ignore this signification.

Nor, again, can it be said of the latter, that they had regard only

to the metaphysical signification. What they set themselves

against was His making Himself equal with God, which they

infer not from that name, but from the accompanying predicates.

From our Lord's lips, therefore, the expression certainly pro-

ceeds from the theocratic idea, but at the same time rises far

above it, when, together with the designation. He applies to Him-

self the essential predicates of His person. This is also clear

from the synoptic discourses, where He calls Himself uto? (Matt.

xi. 27), and ascribes to Himself exclusively, as the Son, adequate

knowledge of the Father, and conversely to the Father of the Son

;

so that it is only through a revelation of the Son that the parti-

cipation of others in the true knowledge is possible. Again, He
says that everything is committed to Him by the Father, and the

same still more expressly (Matt, xxviii. 18), where the form of

baptism is instituted as well in His own name as in the Father's.

* There are, however, differeut ie;vdii;gs here.—Ti:.
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In both these passages it is quite evident that He propounds a

much higher idea than the theocratic,—rather the theocratic and

ideal, or, as others maintain, the Davidical, combined. We see

this also in Matt. xxii. 45. After the scribes of all parties had,

with a more or less hostile purpose, plied Him with all sorts of

questions. He rejoins with the question, " TVliat thinh ye of the

Messiah? wliose son is he?" (ver. 42 ff.) They are ready with

the answer, " David's" But He objects, " How, then, does David

call Him Lord?" (Ps. ex. 1 ff.) He does not deny the truth of

their answer, " David's son ;" but He denies that it affords an

exhaustive answer to the question, whose son the Messiah is.

He calls Himself not merely Son of man, but Son of God, and is

the Son of David only in the sense of being at the same time the

Son of God. He thereby gives to the thoughts of His questioners

a much higher direction than that of the theocratic idea. They

could not answer Him. He is, however, the Son as well as the

Lord of David, and wished to point out to them that this was in

those days exactly the right problem for their consideration. In

this way He directed them to the truth, that their traditionary

conception of the Messiah's person was insufficient when compared

with the utterances of Old Testament prophecy. Had they placed

themselves on this standpoint, they could no longer have taken

offence at the exalted statements which He made about Himself.

Eemarkable amongst the synoptic declarations is another,

although it touches on theocratic ground, viz. the parable of the

vineyard (Matt. xxi. 37-39). Here the vineyard is the theocracy,

and the husbandmen are the chiefs of the theocratic people. The
Lord of the vineyard sent His servants the prophets from time to

time to receive the fruits of the vineyard. The husbandmen re-

fused, wishing to keep the produce for themselves ; and, managing

the vineyard for their own profit, allowed the people to derive

only temporal advantage from it, depriving them altogether of

those spiritual fruits which the Lord of the vineyard had in view.

Thereupon the Lord sent unto them His Son, saying, They will

reverence Him. But the husbandmen, seeing the Son, said, This is

the heir; let us kill him and seize on his inheritance (ver. 38).

This they did to their own destruction ; so that the stone they had

rejected was marvellously made, by the Lord Himself, the corner-

stone of the new building of the kingdom of God. Here, althoudi

He is the heir, He far exceeds the merely theocratic idea of heir-
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ship, and is raised to such a height, that there is evidently no

longer a merely quantitative, but also a qualitative, difference

between servant and Son.

But we see, in the attributes He claims and the declarations

which He makes of Himself, in what way the teaching of Jesus,

as to His person, overstepped the bounds of the theocratic idea

of God's Son. This remark refers chiefly, but not exclusively,

to the doctrinal discourses of St. John's Gospel. We have here

to notice the declarations made by Jesus as to the nature of His

being and ministry, and at the same time to bear in mind that

what He here says is the expression of His inmost self-conscious-

ness, and a direct testimony to Himself.

As to the nature of His being, He declares, in the first place

(John V. 26), that He possesses in Himself the divine fulness of

life, imparted, indeed, by the Father, but yet proper to Himself

[cf vi. 53 (1 John iii. 15, v. 10) ; Matt. xiii. 21]. This expres-

sion, although it does not exclude the fact of communication by

the Father, yet points to the fact of the divine fulness of life

having become His own. In virtue of this. He claims for Him-

self the power of working, so to speak, in an outward direction

(cf. John v. 21), imparting true life, both spiritual and corporeal,

and raising men from death to everlasting life through the

spiritual quickening and gloriiication of the bodily life in the

future resurrection (vers. 28, 29), This life is not anything ex-

ternal to the proper life of the Son and distinct from His being,

but it is one with Him, just as the ^(orj of the Father [ver. 26,

(cf 1 John V. 20 ; John i. 3)] ; it is the vital force by means of

which He both exists and works. Now the world, too, derives

its life from God ; but Jesus, in ascribing to Himself such ful-

ness of life as can impart everlasting life to mankind, undoubtedly

claims divine life of a kind which belongs to no earthly being.

In virtue of this it is that He ascribes to Himself not merely a

temporal and earthly existence, but also a divine and heavenly

being, on which the former is based. Thus, for example, in John

iii. 13 (vi. 46). Although He has entered upon and is engaged

in an earthly existence, yet, by reason of His origin from above,

He still has an existence with and in God, which is plainly

pointed out as an enduring one by the word wv as distinct from

KaTa/3a<; (cf. viii. 58). This higher and lasting existence on

which His earthly life is based, distinguishes our Lord as being
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one with the Father [John x. 30, cf. 31-33 (xvii. 22)], as in

the words, " I and the Father are one," which made the Jews

again attempt to stone Him, considering it a blasphemy, because

He dvdpwiTO'i wv made Himself God. He made the declaration

in order to establish what went before, that He would give

eternal life to the sheep which heard His voice and followed

Him, and in such sort that they should never be lost, and that

no man could take them out of His hand, because the Father,

who gave them to Him, was greater than He ; but yet that,

being one with the Father, the Father's almighty power was also

His. A moral unity with the Father might here first suggest

itself, since this would suffice to convince Him that, as the

Almighty God was in His favour. His sheep could not be snatched

away. But He apprehends this presupposed moral unity with

the Father in so pregnant a sense, that He ascribes to Himself

(as we shall see later) an absolute oneness of being with Him,

and therein also a sinless will ; whence the idea of moral rises

into that of essential unity. And, besides this, if we put together

the facts that He said " I give them life," and then appealed to

the Father's almighty power, declaring, in proof of the first state-

ment, " I and my Father are one," it seems clear that the unity

spoken of is one of energy, and of divine, life-giving power. He also

prays (John xvii.) not merely for a moral, but for an inner and

essential unity of believers with Himself; and even in that case

the unity of His being with the Father supplied the groundwork for

the moral community of faith built upon it. Thus, in general,

He indicates His higher being as an essential unity of life with

the Father in such a way that there is a reciprocation of being
|

between them, an existence on His part in the Father, and on

the Father's in Him (x. 38, xiv. 10, 11, cf. xiv. 20, xvii. 21-23),

in which, however, the Father and Son remain distinguishable.

There is no merging of the Father in the Son, or vice versa. He
is still in the Father. Each, therefore, exists by Himself, but

exists in inseparable unity with the other. And therefore it is

that the Lord says also that He is never alone, but the Father is

always with Him (viii. 29, xvi. 32),—that is, the life and power

of the Father which manifests itself in and through Him.

Hence He maintains sometimes that there is a community of

possession between His person and the Father, and sometimes

that the Father is seen in Him. Both result naturally from
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what had preceded, but are also declared by the Lord. The first

is contained in the statement, that all wliich the Father has is

His, and what He has is the Father's (John xvii. 10, cf. 7 and

xvi. 15),—a statement, the fundamental idea of which had already

been ascribed to the Lord in the synoptical discourses, where He
says that all things are committed to Him by the Father (Matt.

xi. 27, xxviii. 18 ; cf. John xiii. 3, iii. 35). It is not possible,

indeed, for the Father to suffer loss in His divine being by im-

parting it to the Son. He still retains it ; and this leads back

to the same thought with which we started, viz. that the Father

imparted of His own original divine life, and verily gave it to

the Son to have life in Himself (John v. 26) ; the result of which

must be added, that in Him, the Son, the Father is made mani-

fest (John xiv. 7-9). To the surprising request of Philip, " Lord,

show us the Father," the Lord replies, " So long a tim» have I

been with you, and yet you know me not ! He who has seen me
has seen the Father [cf. viii. 19 (55)]. If you knew me, you

would know the Father also." If Jesus is so one with the

Father, that He is in the Father and the Father also in Him, it

follows necessarily that the Father is seen in Him. He is the

image of the Father ; but we see, from the practical inference

which He Himself draws, in how essentially real a sense He
intends the premises to be understood.

In the next place, Jesus attributes to Himself both a higher

origin and an aiJinoaching exalted glorification. The higher origin

is designated under various formulae.

With no mention of His physical birth. He ascribes to Him-
self tliis higher origin in the words (John viii. 23) ck twv avw

etfxi, from that which is above, equivalent to the negative ex-

pression " I am not of this world," and in contrast to €k tcov

KuTco, which means this world. And it is not merely the higher

origin which is here indicated, but also the disposition of mind
corresponding to it (cf xvii. 1 6). Still that origin is implied as

the basis of tlie divinely-formed disposition, and He points to it

in tlie word virdyo) (viii. 21, 22) ; for the "going away" refers

back to His origin from which He proceeded (cf iii. 31). He
who comes from above is above all ; he who comes from the

earth is of tlie eartli and speaks of the earth. This view of

viii. 23 is confirmed by other utterances, sucli as ex roO Oeov

i^i,\6ov (viii. 42), irapa tov 7raTp6<i (xvi. 28, cf 27 and xvii. 8),
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or aiTo rov Geov (xvi. 30, xiii. 3, cf. iii. 2); in connection with

which the Lord also states that the Father has sent Him (aTro-

a-reWeiv, John v. 38, vii. 29, xx. 21, xvii. 3, etc.; Matt. x. 40
;

Luke xi. 16 ; TrefXTreiv, John xiii. 20, vii. 28, v. 23, 24, etc.). To

the same effect also eXijiXvdev ev to5 ovofiart rov Trarpd? /u-ou [v. 43

(vii. 29)], by order of and in the strength of the Father ; and simi-

larly Kara^a^ Ik t. ovp. (iii. 13, vi. 58, 33, and 50) ; and these

expressions are all the more significant, since our Lord sometimes

adds to them that He, as being sent by the Father, returns to

Him again (John xiii. 3, xvi. 28). From a rationalistic point of

view, indeed, some have understood, in a lower sense, the passages

which speak of Jesus being sent by the Father as containing only

the idea of a special vocation by providence. But this interpre-

tation can appear possible only to those who take a superficial

view, and consider these passages apart from the other high attri-

butes which the Lord ascribes to Himself ; although even thus so

low a view does not accord with the expressions themselves. All

men have a vocation pointed out by God; and thus every one may
be said to be sent, and proceed from God, and to be destined to

return to Him. Had our Lord meant to say this. He could not

have described it as a special superiority, or founded thereon a

claim for man's belief in Him, etc. His proceeding from the

Father and coming into the world must therefore be understood

in its liigher sens'e, indeed, as pointing to a previous pre-existent

life which He had independently of His earthly state of being,

and with which He entered upon the natural conditions of His

life on earth. In connection with the second point. He also

ascribes to Himself an approaching glorified existence with the

Father, which answers exactly to the peculiar divine being and

nature residing in Him (John xvii. 5, 24). In His prayer, the

Lord desires His glorification with the Father as sometliing based

iipon His pre-existent glory (ver. 5), and on His calling as the

Eedeemer conferred upon Him by the Father (vers. 2, 24) ; also,

"Again I leave the world and go to the Father" (xvi. 28). In the

Synoptists also we meet with (Matt. xxiv. 30, xxv. 31 ff., xxvi.

64, etc.) intimations of His return' to heaven, which presuppose

the 'previous exaltation of His person. Moreover, the divine

presence of the glorified Christ amongst His own people is spoken

of as " where two or three are gathered together in my name,

there am I in the midst of them" (Matt, xxviii. 20, c£ xviii. 20).
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These words receive a pregnant signification by comparing the

rabbinical saying (to which Schleiermacher^ has drawn attention),

that if one or a few are considering the law, there is the Shechinah

near, and the divine presence is with them. Thus, then, the

Lord ascribes to Himself a divine being which lies at the founda-

tion of His eartlily conditioned existence, and, in harmony with

this, claims for Himself, although appearing on the earth, some

higher origin, proceeding not from earthly humanity, but from the

heavenly Father ; and to this He adds an approaching state of

divine glorification.

Having been thus led on to the teaching of Jesus as to His

existence hefore the world was, we proceed to consider more closely

the utterances bearing upon it. In John xvii. 5, 24, He speaks

of the glory which He, as the object of the Father's absolute love

from everlasting, had with Him before the world was. Now, as

such a state of existence is not included in the scheme of the

world, its foundation cannot rest upon any creative act of God,

but presupposes another mode of imparting divine life, no other

than that by which the Father gave it to Him in order that He
might have it in Himself (John v. 26). This we must admit as

soon as we comprehend His pre-existence as a real existence

before the world was, as we are authorized, nay, obliged to do in

considering the declarations of our Lord which refer to it (John

vi. 62, viii. 58). Some would indeed understand in all these

passages nothing but an ideal pre-existence in God's predeter-

mination ; but without a forced interpretation this is impossible

as regards xvii. 5, 24, viii. 58, and is quite out of the question in

vi. 62. If the expression (xvii. 5), "Glorify me with the glory

which I had with Thee before the world was," suggests a real

possession of divine glory before the existence of the world, rather

than its ideal in the predetermination and eternal counsel of God,

still more stringent arc the words (ver. 24), " I will that they

also whom Thou hast given me may be with me where I am, that

they may behold my glory which Thou hast given me, for Thou

lovedst me before the foundation of the world." To refer this

love of the Father to a merely foreordained love, which was only

to be realized in the future, is indeed a very far-fetched interpre-

tation ; for in this sense every Christian is an object of the divine

1 On the Godhead of Christ according to the synoptic evangelists, Stud, and

Krit. 18-^9, ii.
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everlasting love (cf. Eph. i. 4 ; 2 Tim. i. 9). So also John viii.

58, where the Lord solemnly declares, "Before Abraham was, I

am,"—e7&) elfii, not rjv, because to Him His being was not past, but

ever present. This answer is of great force against the objection

of the Jew^s, who represented it as something absurd that He
hfid seen Abraham or Abraham Him, if He speaks (ver. 58) of a

real existence, saying, " My being extends beyond Abraham."

Whereas the reply would have been very feeble if He had only

meant, Before Abraham was, I was destined to be : I had an

existence in the predetermination of God ; or, in other words, the

divine counsel to send the Messiah is older than Abraham. The

Jews, at any rate, did not so understand it, seeing that they wished

to stone the Lord on the charge of blasphemy (ver. 59). Still

more decisive, however, is vi. 62, where, upon the astonishment

of the Jews at His declaring it necessary for a man to eat His

flesh and drink His blood in order to have life in Him, the Lord

says, " Doth this offend you ? What, and if ye shall see the Son

of man ascend up where He was before ? " As much as to say,

"Will you not find this statement also offensive?" Here He
appeals for what He had said and for its sober truth to His

approaching departure to His Father (cf. iii. 13), or, as in

His parting discourse, to the fact that, as He proceeded from

the Father and came into the world, so also He would leave the

world and return to His Father, But as the ava^alveiv denotes

something real, so also must the oirov ?]v to vrporepov be mani- ^

festly a reality.

The objections against this interpretation do not pretend to prove

anything; and if it be established for vi. 62 and viii. 58, we are

surely justified in it as regards ch. xvii. Upon this it has been

said that the 86^a (ver, 5) is evidently identical with the Bo^d^eiv

of ver. 1, and that the idea is defined by the corresponding one

of the glorification of the Father, according to which it could refer

only to glorification through the spread of His teaching. . But

yet the train of thought from vers. 1 to 5 shows vis that the Son

becomes glorious in a different way from the Father. The latter

consists in a true acknowledgment of the Father, whereas in the

former case the glorification of the Son's person is with Him {irapa

ueavTw). • Compare also vers. 1 and 24, where the Lord appeals

to His having possessed the glory before loith the Father ; and

the completion of His work on earth by the mission of the Para-
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clete is made dependent on His glorification with tlie Father

(xvi. 5, 7, 14 ff.), being, in fact, the effect of the latter.

Again, it is said that the Bo^a of ver. 5 is the same as that of

ver. 22 ; but in ver. 22 a real imparting of life is the matter in

question (xvii. 3, vi. 47, xi. 26), though it is one gradually real-

ized (cf vers. 20-23), and not yet complete. He might therefore

speak of a perfect communication of the Bo^a, if He had in view

the living unity of believers in the midst of the world, based upon

fellowship with Him ; but yet this imparting of life must be re-

garded as a future participation in that Bo^a (ver. 24) of His,

into which He will again fully enter. And hereby that which

He has and is abides in its original and essential independence,

whilst in the case of others it is communicated to them, and is

received from and dependent on Him.

Furthermore, Sclileiermacher has raised an objection on the

comparison of John xvii. 5 and v. 19, 20, to the effect that the

Lord's sayings are not of such a nature as to nullify the fact of

His human existence ; so that Jesus should have had in His tem-

poral consciousness the remembrance of a separate divine existence

indwelling in Him before He became man. But the passage (v.

19, 20) which maintains a dependence of the action of the Son

upon the Father is in no way opposed to the admission of a pre-

existent personality, which by no means does away with that

dependence ; and the contrary position is the more untenable, in

proportion as we take the terms slioiving and seeing there em-

ployed in the real sense which they require. There are, however,

some dogmatic difficulties which Sclileiermacher considers to

stand in the way of the interpretation which asserts a real pre-

existence. But this is because he does not distinguish between

our Lord's rememhrance and knowledge of His separate divine

existence, and therefore sees in the remembrance of it the anni-

hilation of the temporal consciousness. Now, although we too

might be unable to assume any such rcmciiibrance on the part of

Him who had become man, yet we can very well imagine a

knoivleclge of His prc-existcncc imparted to Him in that knowledge

of the Father of which He is the sole possessor (Matt. xi. 27),

and together with which a knowledge of the eternal being of the

Son is also imparted. The same thing is shown also in those

utterances of Jesus which refer to His action, as well as in those

which relate to the nature of His being. All flows from the
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one fundamental idea on which we have proceeded. Both points

are coincident : the nature of His being determines that of His

action, and the latter presupposes the former.

The general character of His course of action is therein pro-

nounced to be divine, partly by its nature and partly by its effect,

without, however, the human element being in consequence ex-

cluded.

The first point is stated in our Lord's declaration, that as the

Father works, so also doth the Son ; that what the Father does,

the Son also does in like manner ; and hence, that the latter does

nothing of Himself, apart, that is, from God, and consequently

notliing in a merely human way, but only what is shown and im-

parted to Him by the Father (John v. 17, 19, 20, cf. 21-30
;

viii. 28). Here also the fifth chapter, on which so much has been

already said in the former section, again comes under consideration.

The Lord healed on the Sabbath, and thereby incurred persecution

from the Jews (ver. 1 6). He defends Himself by referring to what

God Himself does, and uses the words (ver. 1 7),
" My Father

worketh hitherto, and I work." The Jews were displeased at

this, on the ground of His calling God in a peculiar sense His

Father, and thus making Himself equal with God ; whereupon

the Lord entered more fully into the subject of His relation to

the Father, and chiefly as regarded His ministry (ver. 1 9 ff.). The

Son can do nothing of Himself ; but what He sees the Father do,

that He does in a similar manner. The Father in His love to

the Son shows Him all that He Himself does, and enables Him
to do the same (vers. 20, 22) ; and then follows the reason, viz.

that He has given to the Son to have life in Himself The whole

action of the Son is thus exactly like that of the Father, and con-

ferred by Him upon the Son, but in such wise that the Son is

not merely the vehicle of the Father's action, but possesses pre-

eminently the fulness of divine life in Himself; and so far His

action is spontaneous,—only it is in perfect union with the Father,

and in virtue of the transmission of life from Him to the Son,

and of the perfect unity of the Son's life with Him. Thus we
see, both that the action of the Son is His own and the words He
speaks His own, and yet that the doctrine is the Father's, and

that the works which He does, He does not of Himself And so

the Father speaks and acts in Him, but yet so that He is still a free

agent, and not merely a dependent medium of communication.

I
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As regards tlie operation of His ministry, it is declared by the

Lord to be divine, in that it possessed a life-giving and judging

power. Man, as a creature, is unable either to give life or exercise

judgment. Both are divine works ; and it is the entrance of the

divine life, light, strength, and truth into the world which is

able to effect them. The life which enters is negative in relation

to the world and sin, and consequently separates sin and the

sinner from what belongs to God, that is, from divine purity

and hohness : light and darkness are divided. On the other

hand, life is also given in a positive sense, and is to be under-

stood as partly spiritual, partly corporeal, involving as it does the

glorification of believers in both ways. We see both sides of the

subject in John v. 21-30. The Father has handed over all

judgment to the Son (vers. 22, 27), and with it also the power of

quickening whom He will (vers. 21, 25, 28, 29). The positive

action, that of giving life (cf. vi. 40 ff.), is very often mentioned or

discussed by St. John. But that the human side of this action is

not lost sight of, appears not only from the fact that the Lord

generally represents Himself as man and Son of man, but from

His pointing Himself out (v. 27) as the Son of man, and ex-

pressly saying that the Father committed the power of judgment

to Him because He is the Son of man. To this He adds (ch. vi.),

that He is the One come down from heaven, who in that very

capacity gives life to the world, and especially in so far as He
bestows His flesh and blood for that purpose. The fuller exegesis

of this passage belongs to the doctrine of redemption ; but the

observation finds place here, that the characteristic action of the

Son, in which He stands so entirely and without parallel alone, is

conditional upon the union of the Son of God and Son of man.

The end for which He came down from heaven was to give life

unto the world ; and He executes judgment expressly because He
is become the Son of man ; and the words and works to which

He appeals are those of Him who lias thus been made man.

Let us now, in accordance with the general characteristic of His

ministry, look at the different branches of it, one of wliich He
speaks of as belonging to His earthly life, and the other as kept

in reserve till the time of His glorification. To the first belongs

the department of His knowledge and teaching. He often speaks

of His teaching, and goes a step further back to His knowledge

of what He taught. The purport of His teaching was, as He
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said, to manifest the name of the Father (John xvii. 6), the

knowledge of whom He points out as belonging exclusively to

Himself: No man knoweth the Father, save the Son, and he

to whom the Son will reveal Him (Matt. xL 27; Luke x. 22).

At the same time He adds, that no man has ever seen the Father

(John vi. 46) except Himself, who is from the Father: this agrees

with the declaration in Matthew, No man besides Himself has

adequate knowledge of the Father, that is, the perfect know-

ledge which is peculiarly His own. But as He knows the Father,

so He knows the world also ; except that there is no expression

as yet of a knowledge embracing all details of the temporal de-

velopment. Still, it is easily seen that in the gospels a peculiarly

far-reaching knowledge in this direction also is ascribed to Him

;

and narratives showing this are given, especially by St. John, with

special reference to His penetrating insight into the character of

the men with whom He has to do. Thus He did not confide

in those (John ii. 24, 25) who first had a growing faith in Him,

because He knew them all, and needed not that any one should

testify to Him of man, for He knew what was in man : of which

we have an example in His conversation with Nicodemus. Stni

more remarkable is His statement (Mark xiii. 32) that no man

knew the day and hour of His future coming, not even the angels

in heaven, yea, not even the Son of man, but the Father only.

He is here speaking in the humiliation of His earthly life, and

the words refer exclusively to the exact time, not to the fact as

such, but to something which regards the details of temporal

development wliich depend upon the free play of moral personal

agencies as a factor of the history.

In strict accordance with this testimony to the knowledge of

Jesus is the witness He bears to the teaching side of His action.

He does not speak or teach anything merely of Himself, but as an

emanation from the power and will of the Father, which are also

His (John v. 30, viii. 28, xiv. 10, xii. 49, xvii. 16-18, xvii. 8).

We are, therefore, required to accept His utterances as divine

(viii. 47 (43), xvii. 7, 8, xiv. 24, xii. 48-50) ; and, in particular,

we must believe Him as the One who is from the Father, and

has seen the Father, in matters which far transcend the limits of

human experience (vi. 46 (62), iii. 13). Whoever, therefore,

refuses to believe Him, rejects the Father's Avord and authority

(Luke x. 16; John xiv. 24), and is thereby already judged
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(John xii. 48, 49, v. 38, 42-44, viii. 41 ff.) ; and, on the other

hand, the believer believes not Him but the Father (xii. 44, v. 24,

xiii. 20). And he vi^ho is resolved to do the will of His heavenly-

Father will come to the knowledge of His teaching, whether it be

of God or propounded merely on His own authority (John vii. 1 7,

cf. viii. 42). He also speaks in the same way of His

Messianic deeds under the title ep^a as distinct from teaching

(X070?), among which deeds the working of miracles is especially

included ; which, He says, are works of the Father (John x. 3 7,

38). In His works, as works of the Father, they must and will

know that the Father is in Him and He in the Father, and con-

sequently that there subsists a reciprocal unity of life between

them, since the Father speaks and acts through Him (John xiv.

10, 11, V. 19, 20). In the last passage, also, the works are

named, in the sense of His Messianic action, as the giving of life

by means of His Sonship and of His having come down from

heaven. He is the heavenly bread which gives life to the world,

imparting life through His working, but with a reference here

also to His person. Similarly, in the Synoptists, the Lord speaks

of His miracles as belonging to His Messianic working, pointing

to them, in connection with His message of salvation to the poor

who need redemption, as the sign that He and no other is the

expected One referred to in prophecy (Matt. xi. 3—5). Besides

this, He declares expressly that He performs these works in the

strength of God (Matt. xii. 28), with immediate reference to the

casting out of devils, saying, " If I by the Spirit of God cast out

devils, the kingdom of God is come unto you ;" that is to say, is

already a really present existence,—the victorious power of God
ruhng in your midst, and hence the kingdom of God itself. In

the parallel place of Luke (xi. 20) we have the addition ev Buk-

rvX(p &€oi, with the power, the finger of God. His deeds are

the operations of divine power. In harmony also with the fore-

going is what Jesus declares as to His

Moral conduct He is not only conscious that no man can

charge Him with sin (John viii. 46), but also that He does at all

times what is pleasing to the Father who sent Him ; and that,

consequently, the Father never leaves Him alone without the sup-

port of His quickening presence and companionship, but is always

with Him (ver. 29). Hence His actions are always in accordance

with the Father's will, and are done in the Father's power.
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Hence also His consciousness of His continual and uninteirupted

agreement with the Father's will, and of the Father's constant

approbation of His actions, which results partly from His confidence

(ver. 46) that no man can convince Him of sin, and partly from

His consciousness, which He expresses in the words (iv. 34),

" My meat is to do the will of Him that sent me, and to finish

His work." This was when, on the return of the disciples with

provisions from the Samaritan town. He had said, " I have meat

to eat that ye know not of," meaning that He had an inner

spiritual nourishment, which consisted in doing the divine will,

and performing the work committed to Him by the Father. The

moral character of His course of action is that which supplies

this inner nourishment and brings with it, as the fulfilment of

the divine will and the conscious expression of the uninterrupted

harmony subsisting between Himself and the Father, the quicken-

ing force of inward satisfaction and contentment. The simple

expression of this inner contentment, in the retrospect of His work

on earth then drawing to a close, is found in the high-priestly

prayer of John xvii. 4-6. In the synoptic accounts, it is of the

greatest importance to observe, in the general representation of

His life, the consciousness which He everywhere shows of His

unity with the divine will, and also, in particular, the declaration

in the Sermon on the Mount (Matt. v. 17—20), that He was come

not to destroy the law and the prophets, but to fulfil; understanding

thereby not merely teaching but doing in a practical sense ; for

He who (ver. 1 9) fulfils and teaches the commandment shall be

called great in the kingdom of heaven. And as in this discourse

He claims to be not merely a member of the heavenly kingdom,

but also the Lord of it, for whose sake the members must be willing

to suffer (ver. 11), we see how absolutely and completely He under-

stands the task He imposes on Himself of fulfilling the law and

the prophets. Hence His displeasure when the rich young man
(Matt. xLx.) addresses Him as Good Master, seeking nothing in

Him but a good Teacher :
" Why callest thou me good ? no man

is good but God alone." Not that He found fault with the

appHcation of the word good to Himself, but with the supposition

that, taking Him for a man, the speaker applied the term to Him
in a pretentious manner, in the sense of pharisaical righteousness.

And so He points out in what follows that a man can no more

enter into the kingdom of heaven by his own strength than a
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camel can go through the eye of a needle, but that what is

impossible with men is possible with God.

It is remarkable, also, that our Lord speaks of His death as an

essential part of His ministry on earth, and with such particulars

as point decisively to the higher position of His whole person.

He puts His death in connection with His resurrection, both in

the general announcement by the Synoptists and John of His

suffering and death, and still more expressly where He teaches

(John X. 17, 18) that He has power to lay down His life and

power to take it again, seeing that death for Him is no necessity

of nature, both because He is the holy and sinless One, who must

needs be free from both sin and death, and also because He pos-

sesses divine eternal life in Himself. The Father loves Him for

the very fact that He lays down His life,—a purpose which pro-

ceeds from His spontaneous love to God and man. His death,

therefore, is an offer of quickening spiritual food, a sacrifice of

HJimself to God for His people, that they also may be sanctified

in the truth (John xvii. 19), a death for the forgiveness of sins

(cf Matt. XX. 28; John iii. 14, cf. 15). These are all passages

which wiU demand our attention in treating of the doctrine of

redemption, but which are noticed here because they show how
the higher idea of His personality enters also into the declarations

concerning His death. To the same effect is what the Lord says

of His action in His exalted and glorified state, wherein He pro-

mises to make His dwelling, in the unity of the Father, with

believers (John xiv. 23, cf 21), and to grant them the blessed aid

of His perpetual presence (Matt, xxviii. 20, xviii. 20). Further,

He attributes to Himself the sending of the Holy Ghost for the

comfort of believers, the communication of the Spirit, the granting

of His people's prayers (John xiv. 13, 14), the awakening of

the dead (John v. 21, 24 ff., vi. 39, 54), and lastly the judg-

ment (John V. 22, 27, cf 30 ; Matt. xxv. 31 ff., cf xxiv. 30, 31).

Thus the ministry of Jesus is entirely superhuman, although in a

human form, proceeding from the divine fulness of life residing in

Him, both when ascribed to Him in His low estate, and much
more when spoken of as belonging to His state of approaching

divine glorification. It is, moreover, an action which includes the

victory over sin, whether regarded in its power of judging or of

imparting life. In proportion, then, as He asserts this of Himself,

and points out sin as universal amongst mankind, the more does
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He raise Himself above ttie level of the world, not being at all

implicated in the entanglement of sin, but, on the contrary, van-

quishing it partly by judging and partly by forgiving, and bring-

ing about its destruction by destroying the death which it entails.

The course of His ministry is briefly indicated in this contrast

with, and victory over sin, by which His person is characterized

as absolutely exalted above mankind. This character is given to

it in virtue of the higher existence which Jesus attributes to Him-

self, and on which His temporal life is based.

Wliat idea, then, of the person of Jesus, considered on its

higher side, do we gain from the representation of it up to this

point ? That, on the one hand, as appearing on earth in tem-

poral life. He was man, who, as His history shows, fulfilled the

whole measure of human destiny from birth even to the grave
;

on the other, He was a divine Being who had appeared in a human

form, in whom the divine fulness of life dwelt, being imparted

to Him as the Son, and therefore distinguishable from the divine

nature, the Father who imparted it, so that it formed in Jesus per-

sonally a centre of life, and was further communicated from Him
to others. And as He is the medium through which this divine

action receives its outward direction. He is also the object of

divine love, the one in whom God is well pleased ; and this,

indeed, in His pre-existence also, without regard to His temporal

manifestation in the world.

But now comes the question, in what light, according to His

own utterances, we have to regard His person before He came into

the world ? The leading topic of His discourses is the One who

has appeared ; and when He calls Himself the Son of God, it only

applies to the whole person of the manifested One, The pre-

existent personality is never called Son, nor does He ever expressly

separate the two sides of His being, in order to limit a certain

predicate to one. Hence in some discourses He ascribes to Him-

self certain high attributes which include glorification. But His

utterances as to His pre-existence can be naturally explained only

on the hypothesis that He attributes to Himself a personal existence

before the world was, distinguishable from the Father's personality

(John xvii. 5); for He has been glorified with the Father, and has

been the object of His love (ver. 24), but still in the same identity

of nature with Him as subsequently existed in the manifested Christ.

This pre-existent personality is the centre of divine life, whence.
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from the very first, it was communicated to the world, and whence,

imder the Old Testament dispensation, a principle of beneficial

agency was diffused over mankind (John viii. 56-58). It con-

tained in itself also the power of becoming man, or, as He Himself

says (John xvi. 28), of coming into the world.

This idea of the actual pre-existence, flowing as their only natural

interpretation from His own utterances, is perfectly consistent

with what the apostles, John as well as Paul, have deduced from

His teaching.

John, where he speaks in his own name, and is not merely

transmitting an historical account of our Lord's sayings, enters

into the subject of His existence previous to His earthly mani-

festation. In the first epistle (i 2) he points Him out as the

eternal life which was with the Father from the beginning, and in

process of time appeared to men, beginning with the apostles.

This leads us back to John v. 26. But still more strilcing is the

prologue of the gospel. Jesus Christ (John i. 1 7), who was made

flesh (ver, 14), and is the source of grace and truth to mankind,

is the Word who was in the beginning with God, who Himself was

God, yet in a distinct personality. He is the Word through

whom are all things, and in whom the principle of life for the

world and mankind is contained (vers. 3, 4). He it is through

whom all divine hght and life come to the world and mankind
;

but this fulness of light and life is in Him personally, and indeed

from the beginning. He it is, then, through whom, under the Old

Testament dispensation, the powers of light and life were conveyed

to mankind (vers. 9, 10) ; through whom, as made flesh (ver. 14),

God reveals Himself as full of grace and truth ; who is therefore,

as He Himself says (xiv. 6), the truth and the life, the resurrection

and the life. It appears from this that St. John understood our

Lord's sayings throughout as referring to a real pre-existence.

The manner in which St. Paul closely defined the idea of the

person of the Son of God corresponds to this. He is defined

as the one who has been made manifest, aap^ y6v6jj,evo<i, Kara

adpKa, and therein as tlie Son of God by virtue of the Trvev/xa

u'yL03(Tvvr)<; which resides in Him as the adp^. Then, too, the

Lord Himself is the Spirit (2 Cor. iii. 1 7) ; and Christ is not of

the earth, like the first man, but is tlie Lord from heaven (1 Cor.

XV. 47), and therefore of a heavenly nature (ver. 48), essentially

raised above the first created man, and intended as a second
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archetype (so to speak) of human nature. And this Lord from

heaven is the image of the invisible God (2 Cor. iv. 4), the first-

born of every creature (Col. 115; Heb. 1 2 ff.), in the sense

that in Him, and to Him, and for Him all things are created and

continue. In Him dwells all the fulness of the Godhead in

bodily impress (Col il 9) ; and thus, too, He is, moreover, the

first-born from the dead (1 Cor. xv. 20). Now this more fully

evolved apostolic doctrine is no more than the development of

our Lord's own sayings,—the idea of the image of God, for

example, being plainly contained in those recorded by St. John.

And the apostles' teaching can be fuUy understood only if that of

Jesus Himself is presupposed. The Son, in His higher nature, is

accordingly like the Father and in unity with Him. The sum-

total, therefore, of the impressions made upon the apostles' minds

by their intercourse with Jesus, which they carried with them
into their vocation, is no other than that in virtue of wliich they

worship Him as the Lord, bow the knee before Him, and call

upon His name (Eom. x. 13, cf. 12 and 9). In considering this,

we shall find no difficulty in passages where Jesus undoubtedly

subordinates Himself to the Father, first by calling Himself the

Son, and pointing out that all things are committed to Him by the

Father ; then by praying to the Father, and even stating expressly,

"My Father is greater than I" (John xiv. 28). For all these are

the declarations of Him who became man, and came into the world;

who is not only the Son of God, but in the unity of the same

person both Son of God and Son of man. He is the express image

of the Father, as St. Paul says most distinctly, and the Epistle to

the Hebrews (i. 3) emphatically asserts. This is the view main-

tained throughout the New Testament. The facts of communica-

tion and unity of being are co-existent: the idea of communication

does not constitute a separate being.

"We have so far proceeded on the two ideas, Son of man
and Son of God. By His own statements in John and the

Synoptists, Jesus is both these in one personality : both are

so intimately bound together, that the one idea presupposes and

furthers the other. In this one personality He has flesh and

blood, and a jicrject covporcal nature, as is shown by the passages

which treat of His death and of the Lord's Supper (Matt. xxvi.

26, 28 ; Mark xiv. 22 f. ; Luke xxii. 19, 20). But He has also

a soul i^v^Q]) which He gives up at His death (Matt. xx. 28
;
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John X. 15, 17, [xv. 13]), of which soul He speaks without re-

ference to the dissohition of His earthly life (Johii xii. 2 7). From

this we see how erroneous the view is which has been maintained

in modern times, that in John the \6yo<i stands in place of the

human soul ; for if He became crap^, the idea of the i/^ux?? is

included ; hence the complete spiritual life subject to a tripartite

division (1 Thess. v. 23). He ascribes to Himself a Jicart (Matt.

xi. 29) as the centre of His personality, or of His humility, as the

fundamental feeling of His moral life, and seated in its inmost

recesses. At His death He commends His spirit into the Father's

hands, which proves that in Him the spirit is united with flesh

and blood
;
yet this organic connection is everywhere brought

about by means of a i/^y^j;'.

We have hitherto combined the utterances of Jesus without re-

ference to the different narratives in which they occur. Now comes

the question whether those of the Synoptists do not in fact appear

so different in kind from those of John as to require to be dealt

with separately. There can be no doubt that most of the sayings

of Jesus about His person in general, and especially of those wliich

predicate of it the highest attributes, and on which, consequently,

the high conception of it is based, belong to St. John's Gospel.

What the Synoptists transmit to us of the discourses of Jesus

is both less pregnant and more limited in extent, and there are

but few passages in comparison with those recorded by St. John
;

but yet everything essential contained in the more copious record

is either comprised, or by implication vouched for. In the Synop-

tists, too, Jesus speaks of Icing sent hy God (Matt, x. 40 ; Luke

ix. 48; Mark ix. 37), and also, indeed, of some peculiar pre-

eminence in His person* which makes it impossible to apply the

expression in nothing but the lower sense {vide sfiii^ra). Our Lord

asserts, moreover, that He does His miracles in the power oj God

(Matt, xii 28 ; Luke xi. 20), driving out the devil because He is

the stronger (Luke xi. 2 2 ; Matt. xii. 2 9 ; Mark iii. 2 7), and for a

proof that the kingdom of God is already come in and with Him.

He maintains that it is He alone who possesses an adequate hioiu-

ledge of God (Luke x. 22), and that to Him everything is de-

livered l)y the Father (Matt. xi. 27 ; Luke x. 22), even all paiver

in heaven and earth (Matt, xxviii. 1 8) ; that He is effectually pre-

sent with His people, even to the end of the world (ver. 20), as the

Shechinah (vide supra) (xviii. 20). Again, He will send to His
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disciples the power from on high, promised of the Father (Luke

xxiv. 49; [Acts i. 4, 5]), that they may be baptized with the Holy
Ghost,—an operation which the Baptist (in St. John's Gospel also)

referred to Christ. Furthermore, the Lord declares that He wiU
at the right moment endue His disciples with power and wisdom
to answer for themselves. And this brings us to the same point,

since it is precisely the Spirit of the Father who will speak in

and through them (Luke xxi. 14, 15 ; Matt. x. 19, 20; Mark
xiii. 11). To Him, again, is judgment over all men committed

(cf. Matt. XXV. 31, xxiv. 30 seq., and xvi. 27, vii. 21-23) ; He
will be raised to the right hand of the majesty of God in heaven

(Matt. xxvi. 64), and will come again (Matt. xxiv. 29-31, 37,

39) ; the angels are His, and suhjcet to Him (Matt. xiii. 41, cf.

49, xvi. 27, XXV. 31, cf Eph. i. 21, 22). He regards Himself on

earth as the One who fulfils the law and the prophets, and who
forgives sins in the name of the Father, so as to be able to do

away with the consequences of sin (Matt. ix. 4-7), and as the

One who sheds His blood for its forgiveness (Matt. xxvi. 28).

He also claims to be the One who imparts the Sjnrit, exercises

jiidgment, and, having all power in heaven and earth given unto

Him, perfects His kingdom in glory.

Strauss is so far right in acknowledging (i. 483) that the

Synoptists also ascribe to Jesus, both for the present and
future, the highest human dignity, and also the most exalted

relation to the Godhead. But he does not go far enough

;

for what Jesus claims to Himself surpasses all human measure.

And even in the Synoptists He is represented as the One
who ransoms from sin, and fulfils the two undoubtedly divine

operations of judgment and redemption. There is, indeed, this

important difference, that the Synoptists record no assertions of

the pre-existence; but this decides nothing, since they undoubtedly

report sayings in which our Lord's unity of being with God is

unmistakeably involved. We have also in the Synoptists a rich

store of sayings concerning His glorification, announced as being

close at hand ; and these are by no means lower in character than

those on the same subject recorded by St. John. The same, too,

may be said as to the functions which He ascribes to Himself as the

glorified One. He is declared to be the Judge of all the world, of

all nations, not merely in the later discourses (Matt. xvi. 2 7, etc.),

but even in the Sermon on the Mount (vii. 21-23). Let us
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now consider what, from the point of view taken both in the Old

Testament, and in the Old and New together, is involved in the

idea of a judge of the moral worth of mankind, in wliich an

absolutely infallible decision is included, referring not only to the

most secret acts of commission or omission, but also to the inner-

most groimds of the heart. From the biblical standpoint, Christ

cannot be a judge without truly divine qualities, such as omni-

science, holiness, righteousness, and omnipotence to carry His

sentences into effect. And how earnestly other attributes are

intended, which are ascribed to Jesus in the Synoptists, may be

inferred from the fact that not only everything is given over to

Him, but also all l^ovata in heaven and earth is delegated to Him
by the Father (Matt, xxviil 18, cf. xi. 27 ; Luke x. 22), as He
also says to the high priest, " Hereafter ye shall see the Son of

man sitting on the right hand of power," that is, as it is else-

where exjpressed by the apostles, at the right hand of God (cf. also

Mark xvi. 19). In this expression the first verse of Ps. ex. is

applied to Christ, and that in His relation to God the Father

;

and consequently no less than full participation in the divine Lord-

ship, just as in the divine action and blessedness, is ascribed to

Him, with the effect that all enemies of His cause and person, who
are necessarily also the enemies of God, shall be finally overcome,

as is further set forth dogmatically by St. Paul (1 Cor. xv. 24-28),

resting on our Lord's own assertion (Matt. xxvi. 64). It is, how-

ever, not only to His position of future glory and exaltation that

these predicates apply, for it was before His exaltation that our Lord

used the expressions of Matt, xxviii. 18 ; and even during His

humiliation He spoke the words of Matt. xi. 27 (cf Luke x. 22),

wherein reference is made to His knowledge. Now this is one of

the most forcible utterances of Jesus respecting His person ; for

although His knowledge only is mentioned, yet whatever applies

to it is applicable also to the capability and action of His whole

life and personality, to wliich His knowledge must of necessity be

conformable. In this passage He sets forth the unity in know-

ledge subsisting between Himself and the Father, saying ex-

pressly that no one but Himself knows the Father, and no one

knows the Son save the Father ; therefore His relation to the

Father is here said to be of that kind which results in perfect

unity of knowledge. We must not, therefore, be surprised at our

Lord in one place grouping Himself, as the Son, with the Father
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and the Spirit, in order to declare that the apostles were to

baptize in the name of all three persons (Matt, xxviii. 19), almost

as if it were one ovo/xa. There is the less cause for wonder, when
we recollect that He says in the synoptical gospels that He will

bestow npon His own the Spirit, the strength from on high pro-

mised by the Father, giving power and wisdom to speak aright

;

and that thus they will be baptized with the Holy Ghost. All

these assertions and statements of our Lord's self-testimony show,

however, how untenable the position is, that in the synoptical

accounts Jesus appears merely as a man endowed with the Divine

Spirit. We find a peculiar harmony between the Synoptists and

John's Gospel, if we compare the accounts of the trial before the

Sanhedrim with that of the hostility directed against Jesus, accord-

ing to John X. 31-33. Here the Jews wished to stone Him, not

because He declared Himself to be the Messiah, but because He
claimed to be one with the Father ; and the ground of His con-

demnation in His trial was not merely that He claimed to be the

Messiah, but that He did so in the high sense which was unusual

with the Jews, which, in the high priest's opinion, involved the

crime of blasphemy against God. So little, therefore, do the synoptic

sayings about the person of Jesus detract from His dignity, that

they lead to nothing less than the essential unity in life, knowledge,

and power which He has with the Father, being at the same time

made very man. The sayings about His pre-existence recorded

by John add a retrospective glance at Jesus yet unmanifested, as

He existed before the foundation of the world, distinct from the

Father, yet one with Him.

But this rich and profound line of teaching is entered upon in

the Old Testament ; for a study of the latter shows that it con-

tains certain expressions wliich refer to the Messiah as the Son

of God, and lead further, even in those early days, than to the

mere historico-theocratic idea of the Messianic King. And this

explains how the whole apostolic view could so readily accept the

testimony borne by Jesus to His higher nature, and how it became

at once the common property of the evangehcal accounts.

In all the passages of the Old Testament which bear upon the

subject, the most important point to be observed is how the

Messiah is represented as the divine instrument to all ; that in

and through Him the very covenant-God Jehovah reveals Him-
self and works for the good of men. Hence we at least see that
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the Messiah must be an instrument which in no way intercepts

or obscures the effectual operation of God, but acts as His most

perfect medium of communication. And this is the conception

of the Messiah on which the view taken of Him in the New Testa-

ment is based, wherein He is represented to be of a like nature

with God the Father, and as possessing unity of life and being

with Him as His most perfect counterpart. This general notion

becomes more defined in the New Testament, and is expressed in

complete fulness.

The view on which the synoptical selection of the sayings of

Jesus is based, might attain its result even apart from the definite

doctrine of the pre-existence, simply by means of its connection

with the Old Testament. God Himself appears in the Messiah,

who is so far the KvpLo<;. He is thus represented historically

chiefly by Matthew and Luke. They begin with the supernatural

conception. The personal life of Jesus of Nazareth does not pro-

ceed from man, not, at least, like that of all other men, but a

new source of life is brought about in the almighty quickening

power of God. The holy thing so born wiU therefore (Luke

i. 35) be called the Son of God. And Jesus of Nazareth, who in

this way made His entrance into the world of men, grows up in-

creasing in wisdom with age, and in favour with God and man.

At His baptism, to which He submitted in common with every

other Israelite who believed in the approach of the Messianic

kingdom. He was pointed out by the divine voice as the Son of

God in whom the Father is well pleased, and at the same time

completely endowed with the fulness of the Divine Spuit,—the

last point being as clearly enunciated by St. John (L 33),

although the latter takes an entirely different starting-point in his

gospel. He starts from the higher, the Synoptics from the lower,

standpoint ; but the person thus borne witness to as the Messiah

reveals in the midst of His human lowliness His divine endowment

and glory, both in His words and actions, and also in His whole

personality, as a prophet mighty in deed and word before God
and all people, as His apostles testified in the time of His abase-

ment between His death and resurrection. The testimony which

He bore to Himself attains a higli point in Matt. xi. and John xvii.;

and, after His resurrection. He declares Himself to be the One to

whom all power is given in heaven and in earth, who will remain

with His own unto the end, and who now sends them forth to
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baptize all nations. His life on earth is a manifestation in lowli-

ness of the Lord from heaven, until, through His suffering, death,

and resurrection. He shaU have revealed Himself to His people,

and won recognition as the Son co-equal in being with the Father.

The conclusion of St. Luke's Gospel is in effect the same. He
ends with the ascension ; whilst St. John represents as the cul-

minating point in the life of Jesus His acknowledgment as his

Lord and God by the most unbelieving of His disciples (John

XX. 2 8), who is mentioned here only because he is brought to this

acknowledgment later than he should have been.

§ 23. The Glorification of the Father in the Son.

This proposition results from the foregoing conclusions ; and

only on account of its importance in the conception of God, and

in the teaching of Jesus in general, deserves to be separately

considered. Christ Himself asserts it, chiefly in St. John's

Gospel ; but the synoptical utterances also bear witness to the

doctrine involved in it. Those recorded by St. John express,

first, a unity of being and likeness between the Father and the

Son, and then a glorifying of the one through the other (xvii. 1, 5,

xiii. 31 seq.). At the moment when, at the Last Supper, the

traitor Judas, plainly recognised by Jesus and pointed out to

his fellow -disciples, had left the company with which he was
unfit to associate, the Lord says, vvv iBo^da6r], k.t.X., " Now is the

Son of man glorified, and God is glorified in Him ;" and adds, " If

God be glorified in Him, God shall also glorify Him in Himself,

and shall straightway glorify Him." Here there is spoken of,

A glorification of the Son consequent upon His sufferings, which,

in His glance at the traitor now hastening to the fulfilment of

his infamous purpose. He regards as an already accomplished fact.

The last train of circumstances is set in motion which will unin-

terruptedly work out its own completion ; and the Son of man
will thus be glorified, and glorified by God. He is glorified,

because it is the highest exertion of His moral action which con-

fers glory upon Him, partly of itself and partly through its effects

on all mankind. And herein is included the further glorification

of the Son in heaven, since the Father glorifies Him in union

with Himself by receiving Him into glory (xvii. 1, 5).

We have also a glorification of the Father in the Son. God is

glorified Iv avrw, not merely through the Son but in Him, that is.
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in His person. In this is the Father glorified, since He has im-

parted the fulness of divine life to the Son in such a way that

it is reco2:nised in Him, and the Father is seen in Him. It is not

merely revealed to men through Him or through His teaching

and His deeds (xii. 45, viii. 19, xiv. 9), but in Him, so that He
is the Father's most perfect image and organ. Similarly in ch.

xvii. 1-6 both propositions are contained,—first, that the Son has

glorified the Father by accomplishing the work given Him to do

on earth, which has for its object the imparting of eternal life to

previously carnal man (ver. 4, cf. 2), through the revelation of the

name of God to men, whom the Father has delivered over and

bestowed upon the Son (ver. 6) ; in the next place, in virtue of

this glorification of the Father by the Son, the prayer of the

latter asks that the Father would also glorify the Son (ver. 1),

that the Father's glory may be perfected (cf ver. 26). Hence
all that is in the person of the Father and is performed in and

through it by virtue of the unity of the Son's life with His, has

for its end the glorification of the Father, His manifestation to

the world, and the promotion of His honour therein. Although

this result is not directly deducible from our Lord's own teaching,

except in St. John's Gospel, yet it is confirmed in the Synoptists,

especially by St. Matthew (xi. 27) and St. Luke (x. 22) (cf. John

vi. 46). If the Son alone has perfect knowledge of the Father,

and can communicate it to whom He will (as conversely the

Father imparts true knowledge of the Son, Matt. xvi. 16), so is

the Father also glorified in the Son, in whom alone He is revealed.

For the revelation of Himself, as in truth the Father of Jesus

Christ, as an effectual revelation which at once imparts a living

knowledge to those who are thenceforth no lonirer carnal but

spiritual, inasmuch as they belong to Christ (John xvii. 6),—such

a revelation is at the same time a glorification of the Father, re-

vealing Him, as it does, in His entire perfection so as to receive

honour and worship from those to whom He is revealed. Thus

the foregoing passage serves to testify to the credibility of the

Johannean utterances of Christ. Nor, indeed, is the manifesta-

tion of the Father in the Son completed by the close of Christ's

visible sojourn on earth ; on the contrary. He decidedly points to

His work as a continuous one (John xvii. 26) ; for the words, " I

have declared unto them Thy name and wiU declare it," spoken

primarily of the disciples, have a furtlier reference to all who,
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through their word, should believe on Him (ver. 20). In both

series of the gospel narrative He gives intimation of His second

coming, and connects with it the future completion of His work.

This second coming, however, finds a nearer fulfilment in the

sending of His Spirit, and the consequent indwelling of Himself

and the father in the hearts of believers (John xiv. 23, 26).

After the withdrawal of His visible presence, the Spirit, as His

substitute, was to glorify Him (John xvi. 14).; and as in other

cases, so here also the glorification of the Son would redound to

the Father's honour. He points out, therefore, most decidedly that

as He is the manifester and glorifier of the Father, this work is

a progressive one, and will find its completion only in the future,

being completed by the promised effusion of the Spirit upon His

people (see below).

Thus the characteristic idea of God as Father and Spirit is

again prominently brought forward. He is Father because He
puts forth extraneously to Himself a life allied to His own, and

thus reveals and glorifies Himself; Spirit, because His is the

most perfect life, which, however, does not end in His own being,

but imparts itself essentially to others. This, however, is more

closely defined in the idea of the Son. But the doctrine is not yet

exhausted ; for the Sou Himself speaks of His glorification through

the Spirit, and, in asserting the glorification of the Father in Him,
must needs add to His teaching the doctrine of the Holy Ghost.

§ 24. The Spirit

We must have already seen, in the teaching as to the Father,

that the Old Testament contained a doctrine of the Spirit of God.

He is called Q'n'^.'f nn, nin;; mi, and in two places (Ps. li. 11,

and Isa. Ixiii. 10) Spirit of Holiness; and in the Apocrypha
TTvev/Mu ayiov (Wisdom i. 5, ix. 17). This Spirit of God, pos-

sessing life in Himself, is the divine principle of activity every-

where at work in the world (Ps. cxxxix. 7). At first in external

nature (Gen. i. 2 ; Ps. civ. 30, and xxxiii. 6), as if the quickening

breath of God (Gen. ii. 7 ; Job xxxiii. 4), as the breath of His

mouth or lips (Isa. xi. 4) ; and then also as existing in a human
person (Job xxxii. 8), as the inspiring principle of courage, reso-

lution, and warlike deeds (Judg. xi. 29, xiii. 25 ; 1 Sam. xi. 6),

of bodily strength (Judg. xiv. 6), and also of holy skiU in

art (Ex. xxxi. 3-5, xxxv. 31-35); of administrative talent in a

K
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ruler (1 Sam. xvi. 13), of wisdom and acuteness (Job xxxii. 8;

Isa. xi. 2), and of moral purity (Ps. li. 13 ; Isa. Ixiii. 10).

Especially is this Spirit the active principle in prophecy (Num.

xxiv. 2, 3 ; 1 Sam. xix. 20-23), but even in the theocratic

people working only in isolated and individual cases,—Moses

himself feeling this limitation (Num. xi. 29, cf 14, 16, 17, and

25-28); but so much the more needful was it that He should

rest in superabundant fulness upon the Messiah (Isa. xi. 2,

Ixi. 1 [cf Luke iv. 18]; Isa. xlii. 1 [cf. Matt. xii. 18]), and

should in His times be poured out in rich measure upon all

flesh (Joel iii. 1, 2), upon every age, sex, and condition (Isa. xliv.

3 ; Ezek. xxxvi. 26, 27, cf. xi. 19, and xxxix. 29 ; Zech. xii. 10).

And what appears in earlier times merely as the subject of prayer

and longing in an individual (Ps. 11. 10), that God would create

in him a new heart, and implant new strength of spirit,—a bold

thought, indeed ; a prayer rich in prophetic fulness, and so far in

advance of the times in which he lived as to be conceivable only

in a man of such deeply characteristic spirituality as David, to

whom the psalm is attributed,—this becomes the very object of

the Messianic promise, viz. that God will, by implanting His

Spirit in them, give a new heart to those who are in membership

with His people (Ezek. xxxvi. 26, 27). Here, then, the New
Testament steps in, and firstly, in our Lord's own teaching and

j)romises, completes the Old Testament doctrine of the Spirit,

Jesus imprinting upon it a characteristic stamp, which is per-

petuated by the teaching of the apostles. The existence of the

Spirit of God in the Messiah Himself is taught also in the New
Testament, but without asserting that the Holy Ghost, the

Spirit of God, constituted the higher nature in Christ in the same

way as He had previously worked in the world of nature and of

man. Already had John the Baptist pointed Him out as the One

on whom the Spirit of God rests continually (John i. 33, cf. iii.

34), in contrast to a merely temporary influence, as in the case of

the prophets,—by which fact the Messiah was in a position de-

cidedly superior to theirs. The r>aptist also completes the Old

Testament idea, by declaring that in the Messiah God has given

His Spirit without measure (John iii. 34), and that it is He who
shall baptize with the Holy Ghost (John i. 3 3 ; cf Matt. iii. 1 1

;

^liirk i. 8 ; Luke iii. 16). No doubt, in prophecy, too, the Spirit

of Gud is said to rest upon the Messiah, and Isa. xi 2 may be
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interpreted to tlie effect that this is the case in full measure,

although the latter point is rather left to be inferred. But it is

nowhere said in the Old Testament that the outpouring of the

Holy Spirit, which was to ensue in the Messianic times, should

result immediately from the Messiah ; and thus the conception of

Him in the prophetic writings and in the Old Testament generally

is carried to a higher point. It might appear, from this declaration

of the Baptist, that he regarded the possession of the Spirit as con-

stituting the higher element in the person of the Messiah ; but

we must remember that he also asserts His pre-existence (John i.

30, cf. 15), and thereby showed his complete grasp of the Messianic

prophecies up to their culminating point. Thus the law of suc-

cession in prophecy extends from the Old Testament down to this

last prophet, John the Baptist, the immediate forerunner of the

Messiah. Like the prophets of the old dispensation, he takes

up the prophetic teaching of the Old Testament at the point where

it had left off, embodies it in his own testimony, and carries it

forward to more complete development. We find the doctrine of

the existence of the Spirit of God in the Messiah still fmlher

developed in the discourses of Jesus Himself, where, however,

the peculiarity of His person is by no means made to consist in

the possession of the Spirit. For when (Luke iv. 21) the Lord

says that the prophecy of Isaiah (Ixi. 1) is fulfilled in Him (the

words being put into the mouth of the Messiah, " The Spirit of

the Lord is upon me," etc.), or when (Matt. xii. 28) He says that

He casts out the devil in the Spirit of God, in this possession of,

and working by, the Spirit, the higher nature of Christ's person

is not expressed. His utterances on this point (vide supra) being

quite of a different character.

All the more decidedly, however, is it the teaching of Jesus

that He, the Son, imparts the Spirit, and that from Him, and by

means, indeed, of His glorification, the Spirit is poured out upon

believers. And this brings us to the teaching of Jesus Himself

concerning the Spirit.

When speaking of Him, He uses the expressions Trvevfia, or

TO irvevfxa (John iii. 5, 6, 8), 7rvevfj,a Geov (Matt. xii. 28 ; cf.

Luke xi. 20, iv BaKriiXw), or irvevfjua rov irarpo'^ vfxwv (Matt. x.

20), TO TTvevfjia to ayiov (Matt. xii. 32 ; Mark iii. 29 ; cf. Matt,

xxviii. 19 ; Acts i. 8), or Trvevfia a<yvov (Luke xi. 13), or, lastly,

TO TTveiixa rrj'i a\,7]6eia<i (John xiv. 17, xvi. 13 [cf. 7 ff.J, xv. 26).
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And in the last passage the Spirit is called o TrapaKXrjro^, the

succourer of the apostles, inasmuch as, in the place of the visible

presence of their Master, Christ, the Holy Ghost was to be sent

them specially as the Spirit of truth, to be a constantly abiding

principle within them (John xv. 26, or xiv. 26, cf. 16).

In proceeding, in the first place, to consider closely the Johannean

discourses of Jesus on this subject, we find two chief sections in

which the Spirit of God is directly spoken of. First, in the con-

versation with Nicodemus, in which the working of the Spirit is

named in connection with all who have an interest in the divine

kingdom, we read that without being born of the Spirit no man
can see the kingdom of God, or enter into it (John iii. 3-10).

And, besides this, the Spirit is spoken of, but only in a figure, as

the living water (ch. iv.) ; and again, at the Feast of Tabernacles

(vii. 37, 38), " If any man thirst, let him come unto me and

drink," together with the evangelist's interpretation (ver. 39).

We next have our Lord's farewell discourses. These comprise

both His teaching and His promises concerning the Holy Ghost,

with especial reference to the apostles themselves, in furthering

the object He here mainly has in view, viz, to prepare and

fortify their minds for the approaching departure. And herein

lies the gist of the whole matter ; because the outpouring of the

Spirit and His agency in Christ's people was to be in the future

the immediate consequence of Christ's glorification.

Now the teaching of Jesus on this subject is essentially two-

fold. It is concerned partly with the relation of the Spirit to

Christ, in so far as the former is sent by the glorified Christ, and

partly with the effect of the Holy Ghost, but this also in connec-

tion with Christ's work.

The Spirit is sent hy the glorified Christ. Our Lord asserts

that He sends Him from the Father (John xv. 26) : "But when
the 7rapdK\r)ro<i is come, whom I will send unto you from the

Father, even the Spirit of truth, who proceedeth from the Father,

He shall testify of me ;" cf. xvi. 7 :
" If I depart, I will send Him

unto you." Christ also imparts Him, as we see at xx. 22, The

sending of the Spirit, through the Son, from the Father, is brought

about in the following mode :

—

He prays the Father to impart the

Spirit to the disciples, and the Father bestows Him upon them

(John xiv. 16, 17); wherefore the Lord says also in another

place that tlie Father will send the Spirit in His name (xiv. 26).
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The Spirit proceeds from the Father (xv. 26), and, apart from any

notion of outgoing, exists primordially in Him. But now we
learn that He is from the Son. The Father sends Him in the

Son's name, for His sake, and because the Son desires it for His

purpose ; because, indeed, the work of the Son, and consequently

the glorification of the Father in Him, cannot otherwise be per-

fected. All may be summed up in the words, for Christ's sake.

It is brought about through Christ, as is clear from John xx. 2 2.

The risen Christ, breathing upon His disciples, says to them,

Eeceive ye the Holy Ghost. This must be regarded as something

more than a mere promise, but yet not as standing in the place of

the Pentecostal effusion related in Acts ii. The former event rests

on its own historical testimony, and is quite consistent with the

latter, if we consider that the imparting of the Spirit is not in

itself an absolutely momentary act. For, as the disciples become

really receptive, through the resurrection of Christ and their sub-

sequent intercourse with Him, and as the glorification of Christ

begun at the resurrection is completed in the ascension, so we
may believe that the imparting of the Spirit was begun and com-

pleted at these two periods respectively.-^ And thus it is in fact

represented by the joint testimony of St. John's Gospel and the

Acts, regarded as complementary to each other.

Tliis sending of the Sjnrit is made conditional on the glorifi-

cation of Jesus ; for if Christ does not depart, the Spirit will not

come. This going away includes Christ's exit from this life,

and His departure to the Father, and consequently His death

and glorification (xiv. 28). The imparting of the Spirit is made
conditional on both these events, as well on the side of the dis-

ciples as on that of Christ Himself.

On the side of the disciples ; because, so long as the Lord con-

tinued to go in and out amongst them, they would be too closely

chained by the ascendency of His personal presence, and receptive

only with regard to Him, being unable to attain that self-de-

pendence which was the very object for which the Spirit was

imparted. Now His gift of the Spirit and the withdrawal of the

Lord's sensible presence must either be simultaneous, or the latter

must occur first; and even the relative separation between our

^ Stier (TFojy/s of the Apostles) looks upon the action recorded (John xx. 22)

as symbolical of the arrival of the promised Spirit, just as the Lord's Supper

was instituted before His body was broken, or His blood shed.

—

Tr.
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Lord and the disciples, wliich ensued at His death and lasted

so short a time, was an important step towards rendering possible

the imparting of the Spirit. For through His death they had be-

come to a certain extent detached from His sensible presence,

and awoke to a new perception of it after His resurrection, kept

up as before by oral communication and the like. But this, in

the later period, was strictly determinate in duration, and inter-

rupted by considerable intervals between one appearance and

another. During these intervals they had time to work out for

themselves the results of what they had heard and seen, being at

the same time, by the catastrophe in which they had taken part,

detached more or less from dependence on their Lord's sensible

presence. Consequently He could, as the Eisen One, say even

then in an inchoative sense, Xd^ere Trvevfia djiov (John xx. 22),

But on the side of Clwist, no less than on that of the disciples,

the imparting of the Spirit was conditional on Christ's death and

glorification. In His lowliness, indeed. He already possessed the

Spirit without measure who had come down and remained upon

Him ; but yet, while His humiliation lasted, the Spirit was not,

strictly speaking, communicable on His part. It was not until

His temporal and lowly personality, subject as it was to the con-

ditions of flesh and blood, was put off by His death, and until

through the resurrection, and still more through the ascension,

His manhood had been fully glorified, spiritualized, and illu-

minated, that His promise of imparting the Spirit could be ful-

filled. Nothing less than the glorified Son in perfect unity with

the Father could impart the Spirit ; and even He could obtain

this highest of all gifts from the Father for mankind whom He
had redeemed, and impart it to them in the Father's name, only

as having become through His passion the one Mediator and In-

tercessor, the High Priest and Saviour, received up into glory.

In all these respects it may be seen how deeply grounded the con-

dition was which He named as indispensable to the imparting of

the Spirit : His departure from earth and going to the Father was

inevitably presupposed. (It is, however, clear even from this how
the Risen One (John xx. 22) could at once begin upon His work

of imparting the Spirit.)

Consequently tliis bestowal of the Siiirit is essentially hound up

with the indtvcllinfj of Christ in unitij with the Father in the

disciples who believe on Him, love Him, and keep His word
;
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for sucli an indwelling was promised by our Lord Himself (John

xiv. 23, cf 21 and 26). And tliis exactly confirms what has

been said as to the bestowal of the Spirit being dependent on

Christ's glorification.

With regard to the effect of the Soly Ghost sent ly the glorified

Christ, Jesus expresses Himself (in St. John) first, generally, with

reference to men as individuals and their relation to the kingdom

of God, and then, particularly, with reference on one side to His

disciples and the apostles, and on the other to the world.

(«) The general effect of the Holy Gliost on individual men in

relation to the kingdom of God is the new hirth of (e/c) the Spirit

(John iii. 3-8). Immediately on being greeted by Nicodemus

as a teacher come from God, Jesus, without allowing him to

speak further, receives him with the definite assurance (ver. 3)

that a new birth is the necessary condition of admittance into

God's kingdom. Nicodemus' purpose had been to draw from

Jesus a more explicit declaration concerning His mission, and the

relation in which He stood to the Messianic kingdom ; but our

Lord replies in a manner calculated to lay hold of Nicodemus'

mind, and to convince him that the question is not a theoretical

one, but concerns that which he, Nicodemus, has to do ; and that,

moreover, the divine Teacher will not submit to be catechised, but

that, on the contrary, the master in Israel must come to Him for

instruction. To the strange question of Nicodemus (ver. 4) Jesus

returns the same answer somewhat differently expressed (vers. 5-8).

"AvooOev, from above, may be understood in the sense of again

or anew (c£ itoXlv avcodev. Gal. iv. 9). If it is regarded as

equivalent to e/c Qeov (cf i. 13), the words e'/c Trvevfiara would

naturally follow as a direct explanation ; but it is equally appro-

priate (vers. 5, 6, 7) to the other sense of the word. In either case

the operation of the Spirit is here pointed out as an entire change

and renewal This does not proceed from man, who, being by his

natural birth carnal, receives new life from the Spirit of God, in-

somuch as to become spiritual, and thereby homogeneous to God's

kingdom, and able as it were to see it {IBelv, ver. 5), and to par-

take of it. This operation, although incomprehensible to man, be-

cause not an object of arbitrary volition, is not the less thoroughly

assured to Him (ver. 8), Jesus designates the operation of man's

salvation by the general term ^woTroLeiv (v. 21), as a bestowal of

eternal life. And here, too, in like manner, He indicates the
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operation which, emanating from Him, is to be carried on through

the Spuit in naturally carnal man, for the purpose of making him
a participant in the kingdom of God, by the name of a new birth

(yevvTjOrvai dvcoOev). This is essentially the reception of a new
life, wherein we are as entirely passive as at our real birtL The

new birth, as an operation of the Spirit, is both a cleansing from

sin, and also the entrance into being of a new moral personality.

This answers to the signification of irvevfia as the quickening

principle, and is characteristic of the teaching of Jesus concern-

ing God. Various operations of the Divine Sj)irit are spoken of

in the Old Testament as then taking place, but not this particular

one. That God will impart His Spirit, and therewith a new heart,

to men in the Messianic times, is certainly a subject of prophecy.

Here, however, we have the culminating point of the operation of

the Spirit in individuals. The Holy Ghost, as proceeding from

Christ glorified, spiritualizes the carnal nature of mankind, con-

ferring upon them a real personal existence in the Spirit. Hence-

forth we find the idea of a second birth attainable by Christianity

running through the apostles' teaching, and not only of frequent

occurrence in the first Epistle of St. John, but also in the wiitings

of the two other apostolic (ttvXoi (Gal. ii.), James (i. 17, 18) and

Peter (1 Epist. 1 23, cf. ii. 2). St. Paul, on the other hand, more

frequently employs the image of the resurrection and that of a new
creature, only once (Tit. iii. 5) speaking of the 'TraXiyyeveaia in

baptism (Xovrpov TraXtyyeuecria'i).

But in a peculiar manner the Lord speaks specially of the Spirit

in reference to the apostles as the first witnesses and confidential

instruments of His work and kingdom ; and in this connection

expressly mentions in one place His direct operation upon the

disciples, and then upon the world, before which they stand up as

witnesses of Christ, which also is to believe on Him tlu-ough

their word (John xvii. 20).

Oj the effect upon the apostles. To them the Spirit was to come

as TrapdKkTjTo^, which is rendered by Luther and the Eng. ver.

as Comforter. But although irapaKaXeiv sometimes means to

console, etc., yet vrapa/cXT^ro?, being a passive form, is not so pro-

perly an admonisher and consoler, but rather the one called to

assist, the advocatus, counsel, or intercessor, first in a legal sense,

and then transferred to other relations. (In that sense it has also

passed into the rabbinical diction.) The Lord is the disciples' help
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and counsel after the removal of His visible presence from among
them ; the Spirit was to be His substitute with tlie disciples,

and is therefore called aX\.o<i irapaKkrjTo^. He was not, however,

to confront them in outward and visible presence like Christ

Himself, but to be in them, without ever withdrawing His presence,

as constantly as Christ had been in former days visibly standing

at their side (John xiv. 17). The Spirit abides with them eU

Tov alwva, and hence dwells in them permanently, and thereby

becomes their guiding principle. And if it is asked what special

eftect the Spirit is to produce in them, we find the Lord declaring

that special regard was to be paid to their impending duty as

witnesses of Christ. In the character of an indwelling principle,

the Holy Ghost was to work as the Spirit of truth, Trvevfia Trj<;

aX7}6ela<i (John xiv. 17, xvi. 13, xv. 26). They are to receive Him
from the Father, in answer to the Son's prayer, as an abiding and

indwelling principle, and in such a way that they may discern

(xiv. 17) and be conscious of His presence (which the world

cannot be). They will recognise Him as the Spirit of truth,

inasmuch as He will actively manifest Himself as a principle

pervading them, and constantly abiding with them ; they will be

conscious of Him, and He will lead them into all truth (et? iraaav

rrjv akrjOeLav oSTjyeiv), and SO prove HimseK to be the Spirit of

truth. He will not speak of Himself, but of that which concerns

the Father and the Son (xvi. 14), and will impart divine know-

ledge, especially to the apostles, of what relates to the future de-

velopment of His kingdom (xvi. 1 3),—both, however, with a view

to the glorification of Christ (xvi. 14). He Himself asserts that

by the communication of the Spirit (xiv. 16 sq., 20) the apostles

will know that Christ is in the Father, and they in Clu-ist, anc'

He in them. The SjDirit of truth was therefore to lead the

apostles into the essential knowledge of the truth concerning the

person of Christ, so far as He is in the Father and the Father in

Him, and, in the next place, of that which concerned this com-

munity with Christ, so far as they are in Him and He in them.

Consequently a mutual community of life takes place between

them and Christ; and hence that which the Spirit imparts to

them of the knowledge of the truth must also be a witness of

Christ. And this is the true value of the expression, " He (the

TrapcLKX-qro^) shall testify of me " (xv. 26), and " shall glorify me "

(xvi. 14). But what the Spirit imparts is, on the one hand, the
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rcmevibrance of Chrisfs ovm teaching (xiv. 26): "He shall teach

you all tilings, and bring all things to your remembrance whatso-

ever I have said unto you;" and this in order to rescue His

words from oblivion, and fix them for ever in their memory. On
the other hand, the Spirit also imparts knowledge of the truth

;

because, in addition to His office of reminding the disciples, He has

also to teach them. And this teaching, in so far as the Spirit

"shall receive of Christ and show it unto you" (xvi. 14, 15), will

be based upon a development of Christ's direct teacliing, where

not actually consisting in recalling His words to mind. The col-

lective teaching of the Spirit has therefore the two characteristics

of being founded on the teaching of Jesus, and of glorifying Him
as the Christ. Its first object, however, is to fit the disciples for

their apostolic calling as the trusted witnesses and authorized

organs of Christ (cf. xv. 26, 27, and xx. 22, 23); and this

stands (see above) in connection with the indwelling of Himself

and of the Father which Christ promised (xiv. 23, 24 [26]),

and as an effect of the Spirit, with the fact that the disciples in

that day shall ask nothing more of Him (xvi. 23), but shall pray

in the name of Jesus and find their requests granted. One other

passage remains to be considered, in which the reception of the

Spirit is placed in evident relation to the vocation of the apostles,

—not, however, so much in their character of disciples as in that

of authorized and accredited organs of Christ (John xx. 22, 23).

Here He adds to His inchoative bestowal of the Holy Ghost,

" Whose soever sins ye remit, they are remitted unto them," etc.

The opposite of remitting is retaining, by which the guilt and

punishment of sin is asserted to be unremitted and unforgiven.

The apostles could not by their own power forgive sins. For-

giveness is a divine act, which could, however, be accomplished

through the apostles in virtue of a divine commission. With this

commission they were now entrusted,—that of announcing to men
on divine authority that their sins were forgiven or unforgiven.

But in order to give validity to their sentence, the Holy Ghost

was needed, that they might know and judge rightly of the

inward condition and moral state of heart of the individuals with

whom they had to do, and upon this ground either to grant or

witlihold the announcement of divine pardon. And this was not

merely an intellectual endowment; because moral aptitude, a pure

heart, and a sanctified will, no less than intellectual capacity, are
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requisite for a right judgment of a man's moral state, to arrive at

the truth and justly to enunciate the same. The authority given

to Peter (Matt. xvi. 19), and extended to the other disciples

(Matt, xviii. 18), is expressed in similar terms, but is of somewhat

wider compass than this. For, although binding and loosing refer

to the retention and remission of sins, and does not mean (as

Lutz says) the act of binding to or loosing from the community,

yet it is not limited to tliis, but, as that which is bound is also

forbidden, and that which is loosed is allowed, extends also to the

laying down of ordinances and decrees in the Lord's church, with

this difference, that the authorization is not in St. Matthew ex-

pressly connected with the imparting of the Holy Ghost.

But all these utterances of the Lord, concerning the operations

of the Holy Ghost upon the disciples, must no doubt be taken in

connection with their special apostolical calling. In these men the

Spirit was to bring about not only this second birth, or commu-
nity of life with the Eedeemer, whereby human powers in general

are enlisted in the service of Christ and His kingdom, and man's

carnal nature becomes spiritual, but, in particular, such an inner

fulness of light and life as should place them in the position of

apostolical witnesses for Christ, His chosen instruments and de-

puties in founding and guiding His church. Hence the apostles

themselves, amongst the manifold gifts and vocations imparted

and created by the Holy Ghost, always give the foremost place

to the apostolical gift (1 Cor. xii. 28; Eph. iv. 11). But these

gifts, even regarded in their special character, are not conferred on

one person only,—the apostolical gift, for example, being bestowed

on all the apostles ; and similarly, in the new birth, all partici-

pate, and, so far as it transplants men into the community of life

with Christ, is identical in all. Thus the Holy Ghost is the one

divine power of life which animates all believers, and, trans-

planting them into a state of life-fellowship with their head, at

the same time binds them all one to another in mutual love

(John xiii. 34, xv. 12, 17). So far, and so far only, the Holy
Ghost is undoubtedly the Spirit common to Christians. His

operation is, however, by no means confined to believers, but

extends also

To the world. The Holy Ghost, when He came, was also to

make the world His object. As the Paraclete sent to the dis-

ciples, abiding in and working out from them, He was to " reprove
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tlie world" {iXiyx^iv (John xvi. 8-11) = convict, convince of,

involving the idea of blame). This is the leading, or rather the

characteristic, feature as regards the world, that the world, as such,

stands in opposition to God, neither knowing nor loving Him, and

in consequence neither knowing nor loving, but rather hating the

Son likewise (John xvi. 2, 3). Now, when the Spirit makes

this world the subject of His influence, His first and enduring

operation must be to convince the world of error on its own part,

and of right on the part of Christ and of God. Accordingly, the

Lord says that the Spirit, when He is come to the disciples, will

convince the world irepl afxapria^;, BiKacoavur]<;, KpLcreco<;. And,

first of all, with regard to the two subjects, aiiaprla and ScKaioavvrj

(vers. 9, 10). The word ort is explicative and expositive in both

verses, explaining the sin that they believe not on Him ; and the

rendering because amounts to nearly the same thing. Here we
see what are the subjects of the sin and of the righteousness

respectively. The former is the world itself, which does not

believe in Christ ; the latter is Christ, who is Himself the right-

eousness, and is going to the Father, departing out of the visible

world into the invisible. On the side of the world is sin, the sin

of unbelief in Christ, by which sin the world rejected Him ; and

the first thing for the Spirit to effect is to convince the world of its

sin committed through want of belief in Christ. And the world's

incapacity with regard to the truth is not declared to be merely

of the nature of sin, biit that it is itself sin. Opposed to this sin

stands righteousness, the righteousness of Christ. The words on
vTrdyo) show that the divine speaker Himself is the subject of

whom the Spirit will convince the world, firstly and chiefly, that

He is righteous (BiKaLo<;, 1 John ii. 1), and is the person He de-

clared Himself to be in this world, whom no one, as He Himself

said, could convince of sin or untruth (John viii. 46) ; and as

such being sanctioned and justified by the Father Himself, not

only by His death and resurrection, but also by His departure to

the Father. He is justified (1 Tim. iii. 16), and believers are

made partakers of His justification. Hence, however, arises the

third point, of which the Spirit will convince the world, viz. the

judgment passed upon the prince of this world. The prince of

this world is judged ; and he must needs be not only continually

kept separate from it, l)ut at the last judgment finally rejected.

But his cause is already lost (cf. John iii. 18), because Christ, the
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SiKaio<;, is exalted to the Father, and whoever fails to attain

righteousness in fellowship with Him must fall under the KplaL<;,

which is already passing and yet to pass upon the prince of this

world. The world, then, has the choice proposed to it, w^hether

to remain as it is, or to allow itself to be convinced by the work-

ing of the Spirit, and so to attain to the BiKaioavvrj. But the only

way of salvation for it is to press onward to righteousness, through

conviction of sin and of Christ's righteousness, and so to escape

the Kpla-i<i. The world, as such, is unable either even to see or

know the Spirit ; it requires to be awakened and convinced by

Him before it can receive Him as a gift. On this effective

ministry of the Spirit is founded our Lord's confident expectation

that the world will, at least partially, come to believe on Him as

the One sent by the Father (John xvii. 21). Thus the teaching

of Jesus concerning the relation of the Spirit both to the Father

and to Christ, and His operation upon the disciples and upon the

world, forms a connected whole, although the utterances them-

selves do not externally amount to this.

Looking now from the Johannean to the synoptical sayings of

Jesus, we see.

In reference to the operation of the Holy Sjnont in general, that

in Him are centred all the good gifts which the Father will give

to those who ask Him (Luke xi. 13 ; cf Matt. vii. 11). Add to

this our Lord's answer to the question, "Wlio, then, can be saved?"

asked by His disciples in their perplexity at what He had said

about the young man who went away from Him sorrowful. His

answer was, as He fixed His eyes upon them, " With man this is

impossible, but with God all things are possible." Here we see

that God the Father works in us, by the bestowal of His Spirit,

the power of entering into the kingdom of God, the acodrjvac;

also, that salvation depends as essentially on tlie Holy Ghost as

on the Father and the Son, is evident from the form of baptism

(Matt, xxviii. 19).

In speeial reference to the diseiples, the Lord promises that He
will send them from on high the strength promised by the Father

(Luke xxiv. 49), or that they shall receive the strength of the

Holy Spirit shed upon them, in order to become thereby His

witnesses (Acts i. 8, cf. 5). In His instructions to the apostles

(Matt. X. 20 ; Luke xii. 12), the Lord had already told them to

take no care how or in what words they shoidd defend them-
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selves, should it become necessary to do so, for that it is not

they who would speak, but their Father's Spirit in them ; adding

later (Luke xxi. 15), that He will at the right moment give them

aTOfia and ao^ia, to speak in their own defence.

As regards the operation of the SjJirit upon the world, what St.

John says of the €Kk>y)(eiv of the irvev/xa is supplemented by the

sayings of Jesus about the blasphemy against the Holy Ghost

(Matt. xii. 32 ; Mark iii. 29 ; Luke xii. 10). Our Lord is here

speaking of such an exhibition of the Spirit's agency as will com-

pel His recognition by the world on which it is exercised. The

world will, however, knowingly and willingly blaspheme Him, and

thus oppose His operations, especially hindering them in the case

of others. The Spirit appears here purely as a divine being

;

whereas the Son of man, although the Son of God also, appears

constantly under a human form, in which blasphemy against Him
may be susceptible of forgiveness. In the Spirit the Father and

the Son are at the same time made manifest to men, and there-

with is bestowed a witness in their inmost heart, a special expe-

rience not as yet found necessary so long as man was in personal

intercourse with the Son. This involves a declaration of the fact

that the Spirit, although no less truly of a divine nature, is dis-

tinct from the Father and the Son.

It is easily seen how, on this subject, the synoptical discourses

supplement, or at least give a joint testimony ivith those recorded by

St. John. In the latter respect, they bear undoubted evidence that

the Lord really promised the Holy Ghost, and brought to light the

peculiar agency He was about to assume in relation to the apostles

and the world. And as regards the relation of the Spirit to Christ

and to the Father, we see that, although the Johannean discourses

are more explicit as to the communication of the Spirit, and the

special conditions under which He was to be imparted, yet that the

Synoptists also bear witness that our Lord must have spoken to

much the same effect. On the one hand, He says less explicitly,

" You will receive the power of the Spirit," or, " It is your

Father's Spirit who speaks in you;" and, on the other, with greater

precision, that the Father will give the Holy Ghost to those who
ask Him (Luke xi. 1 3) ; and further, that He will send down

ui)on tlie disciples the strength from on high promised by the

Father, and will endow them with wisdom to speak in their own
defence. Thus the synoptical utterances are in close and signi-
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ficant connection with the Johannean, although the latter surpass

the former in the explicitness of individual statements.

"What, then, is the result arrived at by comparing both sides

of the gospel teaching on the subject of the Holy Ghost ? The

question arises, whether and in what degree the objective existence

and the personality of the Holy Ghost is deducible from it?

As regards the first point, there can be no doubt that, in the

teaching of Jesus, the Holy Ghost is represented as an objective

Spirit in respect to man, and is defined as operative and indwelling

in human subjects,—the disciples, for instance,—but in no other

way than as still being the Spirit of the Father, in whom men are

made partakers through the intervention of Jesus Christ. He
exists in and by Himself with the Father ; from the Father He
proceeds, and by the intervention of the Son is imparted and sent

(John XV. 26, xvi. 14, 15). Whether He proceeds from the

Father or from the Son (John xvi. 7, xv. 26), we may readily

perceive that He is regarded in the passages quoted as existing

not merely in man, but also objectively as a divine existence.

The same is evident if we compare John vii. 39, where the sub-

ject is not the existence of the Spirit generally, nor His operation

under the Old Testament dispensation, but only His communica-

tion to Christian believers. The objective existence of the Holy

Ghost is clear from Matt, xxviii. 19, where baptism is enjoined

in the name of all three Persons. This ovo/xa rev ayiov irvev-

/jbara represents Him in His objective existence. But this leads

us to the second question,

Whether the Lord's discourses do not lead further to the per-

sonality oj the Holy Ghost ? There can be no doubt that the turn

of expression, both in the discourses in St. John and elsewhere, is

such as would be used in speaking of a person. The Father, says

Jesus, sends the Spirit in my name (John xiv, 1 6), as He Himself

is come in the Father's name (v. 43). The Spirit is the •jrapd-

KXrjro^;, who, as the substitute of Christ, was, we know, to be the

helper and guide of the apostles (xv. 26, xiv. 16). This is ex-

pressed just as if a person was spoken of ; and, moreover, where to

TTvev/jia ayiov is the subject, we find the masculine pronoun e/ceti/o?

used (xvi. 13, 14, and xiv. 26), always, indeed, referring to Trapd-

K\r)To<;, even when that word is not close to it, but still show-

ing that TO TTvev/jLa ayiov, as an independent subject, is intended

by the speaker (xiv. 26, cf. 16). In the Synoptists, too, we must
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remember that it says (Matt, x, 20), "It is the Spirit of your

Father which speaketh in you,"—He, therefore, being the speaking

subject. But here arises the question, whether this mode of re-

presentation is intended as more than a personifying form ; and

in some of the discourses there might be a just reason and aim

for such a rhetorical personifying, especially in our Lord's farewell

discourses, where His object was to comfort the disciples, and

emphatically point out to them the community of life subsisting

between Himself and the Father, in which they were for the

future to find all the illumination and strength which their posi-

tion required. It would be in harmony with this object to speak

of the Holy Ghost as a person, although not in a literal sense,

and to use the word irapaKkrjTo^ with distinct reference to that

object. But since this result might have been equally well at-

tained by pointing the disciples to Himself as the Christ shortly

to be glorified for ever, who would not leave them orphans, but

would come again and bestow His Spirit upon them, for what

purpose, it might be asked, need the Spirit have been personified ?

for our Lord's object would be perfectly effected by the indwell-

ing of the Son and of the Father (xiv. 21, 23, cf 18). Why,
then, add the temptation to such a misunderstanding ? A hint of

the Spirit's personality is traceable also in the parallelism pointed

out (John iii.) to the natural phenomena of wind, to irvevfia oirov

6e\€i TTvei (ver. 8), implying that the Spirit too has a will (cf. 1 Cor.

xii. 11). Add to this, in our Lord's speeches there is nothing

against the Spirit's personality. As regards the general biblical

representation, the fact has been appealed to, that the Holy Ghost

is described as something which may be poured out. This is no

doubt correct, although it does not occur in the discourses of Jesus

Himself. Yet in Jesus' words we read of hcing endued with power

from on " high" (Luke xxiv. 49) as the reception of the Holy

Ghost, or rather of His power (Acts i. 8). That which is received,

however, and wherewith men are endued is power, but it is the

power of the " Spirit loliich is to come iij)on you!' This implies

the independence of the Spirit. He Himself comes, and His

power is imparted in the way spoken of. The figure of outpour-

ing may be similarly regarded. The power of the Holy Ghost is

poured out, and the symbol of this is the living water, refreshing

and life-giving ; and in this symbol only docs the mention of

drinking, overflowing, and becoming a fountain of living water
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occur. In sliort, nothing of any weight can be cited from the

discourses of Jesus against the personality of the Holy Ghost ; and

the words (John xvi. 14, 15), "He shall receive of mine and

show it unto you," need not raise a doubt. For if we infer that,

because the Spirit will glorify Christ by taking of what belongs

to Him, the former is nothing of Himself, this proves too much,

since Christ also says that everything which the Father has is

His (xvi. 15, xvii. 10), and vice versa. And as our Lord clearly

does not in those words in any way intend to deny His own
special personality and independence in reference to the Father,

neither can the words above quoted of the Spirit be adduced

against His individuality, but as expressing the unity of being and

close reciprocity of vital action subsisting between the Father,

Himself, and tlie Spirit. In other parts of the New Testament,

where the Spirit is spoken of in the fullest detail, attributes

appear in which He is described as a personal subject (1 Cor.

xii 11).^ Lastly, there is the analogy between the doctrine con-

cerning the Son and the Spirit, viz. that as the Son is sent by the

Father, so is the Spirit sent by the Father, in the name and

through the intervention of the Son, And, inasmuch as in the

Johannean discourses the pre-existence of the Son is expressly

asserted, it is quite in harmony if we assume as predicates concern-

ing the Spirit, that He not only possesses generally an objective

existence, but also a distinct individual personality. And the

formula of baptism (Matt, xxviii. 19) gives peculiar weight to

this analogy, where the words ovofia rov iraTpo'i, k.t.X, lead us

to the same point, the name of the Holy Ghost pointing to the

personal existence of the Spirit, which is indeed the culminating

point of the teaching of Jesus and of the New Testament concern-

ing Him. The subject, however, is not yet exhausted ; but we
now pass on to a further result, which must be separately dealt

witlL

^25. Father, Son, and Spirit.

Here we have at last a perfect conception of God. In the

name of the Father, Son, and Holy Ghost, He is represented to

us entirely according to Christ's teaching. Hence the synoptical

1 Peter's words addressed to Ananias and Sapphira (Acts v. 3, 4, 9) distinctly

epeak of a li/'uif/ to and a temptation of a personality. In ver. 3 the Holy Ghost

is made equivalent to God.

—

Tk.

L
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passage (]\Iatt. xxviii. 19) forms the climax in tlie representation

of the risen Christ, and lierein the evangelist puts the finishing

stroke to his narrative of the Messianic life. Here, after reveal-

ing Himself to the eleven on the mountain He had before pointed

out to them, the risen Christ uttered those memorable words

:

" All power is given unto me in heaven and in earth. Go ye

therefore, and teach all nations, baptizing them in the name of

the Father, and of the Son, and of the Holy Ghost, teaching them

to observe all things whatever I have commanded you ; and lo, I

am with you alway, even unto the end of the world." This is

evidently the climax of the evangelical history, the completion of

our Lord's testimony to Himself, wherein He asserts the glorifica-

tion of His personality with reference to His divine authority, and

confers upon the disciples their peculiar apostolical commission,

with the promise conformable to it. No wonder that His whole

teaching is concentrated on this point, and indeed in connection

with the injunction of baptism on the apostles. Thus a beautiful

consistency is given to the whole.

Yet the historical character of this passage has heen strongly called

in question (as by Teller and De Wette). It has been said (1)

that St. Mark knows nothing of it (c£ xvi. 16) ; but we know
that many things are related more copiously by one evangelist,

and more briefly by another, and that the latter part of St.

Mark's Gospel is evidently condensed. There does not, therefore,

seem to be much weight in the objection. It is said (2) that such

a reflective summary of the threefold view of God might have

occurred to the apostles (2 Cor, xiii. 14), but hardly in Christ's

teaching, and, even with the former, hardly as a subject of con-

fession. But what St. Matthew gives is neither of these, but

simply the complete expression of the nature of God manifested

in the gospel to point out the signification of baptism. Considered

from this point of view, this statement might quite well occur

;

indeed, it is in a manner necessary. This was exactly the right

point for its introduction ; nor could the Lord have used such a

complete expression at any earlier time than this, when the dis-

ciples not only did not stumble at it, but were approaching the

state in which they could take in its full meaning. Not until they

had seen and recognised their risen Lord in His elevation, and re-

volved in their minds the great fact of the resurrection, then, but

not earlier, were they capable of receiving such a declaration.
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A further objection is derived from the comparison of the bap-

tismal formula with the account given in the Acts of the Apostles.

It is doubted whether in the Acts baptism really took place in

the name of the Father, Son, and Spirit ; and it is concluded

from Acts viii. 16, that any reference to baptism in the name of

the Holy Ghost is wanting in the apostolical times, at least on

some occasions. The Samaritans who had been converted by

Philip are being there spoken of, a considerable number of whom,

and amongst them Simon Magus, had been baptized. And when
the tidings reached Jerusalem, Peter and John were sent down,

and prayed with the new converts, in order that they might re-

ceive the Holy Ghost ; for He had not yet fallen upon them, only

they were baptized in the name of Jesus. But a man may be

baptized in the Holy Ghost without His having fallen upon the

baptized person (Acts viii. 16) ; and the stress is here laid upon

the fact of their mere baptism, not upon their having received

baptism exclusively in the name of Jesus, which is not at all im-

plied in the passage. They had been baptized without having

received the Spirit ; and the expression " in the name of Jesus"

may well have been an abbreviation, by no means implying that

the act was not performed in the name of the Father, Son, and

Spirit. It must not be assumed that Philip the deacon baptized

differently from the apostles,—an assumption which must be made
if this baptism administered by him in the name of Jesus had no

reference to the name of the Holy Ghost. Indeed, from Acts xix.

2-5, the contrary might as easily be maintained. Paul asked

some disciples whom he met at Ephesus whether they received

the Holy Ghost after they believed. Their reply was, " "We have

not so much as heard whether there be any Holy Ghost
;

" where-

upon Paul asks again, " Unto what then were ye baptized ? " and

they said, " Unto John's baptism." Here it is very obvious to

conclude that, since Paul presupposes they must, if baptized

rightly, have heard somewhat of the Holy Ghost, baptism was

performed also in the name of that person. We may thus con-

clude that it cannot be proved from the Acts of the Apostles that

baptism was in the earliest ages of Christianity performed with-

out reference to the Holy Ghost. (3) It is said that the scruples

which the apostles at first felt about baptizing the heathen are

not consistent with our Lord's command to visit and baptize all

nations. But these scruples, whether on the part of the apostles
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(Acts X.), or of the Christians at Jerusalem (xi. 1-3), had no re-

<;ard to the general question of baptizing the heathen, or teaching

them the Christian religion, but only to the point whether they

were to receive baptism without having been first admitted into

the Old Testament covenant by circumcision. The apostles might,

from their then existing standpoint, easily cherish this scruple,

without at all forgetting the general injunction to baptize. From
this, therefore, no conclusion can be drawn against the genuineness

of the injunction as recorded by St. Matthew ; and, according to

the earliest historical testimony, apart from the New Testament

(Justin Martyr, for instance), baptism was administered in the

prescribed form.

If, from what has been said, we do not hesitate to regard the

command to baptize as of like credibility with the other recorded

utterances of Jesus, it remains only to consider its signification.

In order to make disciples of all nations, the apostles were com-

manded to baptize them in the name of the Father, Son, and

Holy Ghost, to teach them, and to observe all things which the

Lord has commanded. Therefore the consecration resulting from

the act of immersion is to be conferred upon them in that name.

The relation of the act of baptizing to God and Christ being

often expressed by a preposition with ovo/xa, we often find ^air-

Ti^eiv in connection with that word (cf Q'^v 73D in proselyte bap

tism, see Bindseil in UUm. and Umbr. Stud, und Krit. 1832),

—

for example, iirl tw (Acts ii. 38), to indicate the aim and condi-

tion of the act ; ip tc3 (x. 48), showing that the act of baptism

is rooted and rests in the name ; and lastly (in the formula

itself), €19 TO ovofia, to express the general reference of the act of

consecration to the name of God.

The name of God is pronounced over men and laid upon them

(see Num. vi. 27), firstly, in a biblical view, in order to secure a

blessing, God being tlierein present for their salvation (so Justin,

Apol. i. 61). The use of the name of God is therefere an act of

consecration, in wliich the name is pronounced over the baptized

person with a view to his blessing and salvation, that God may
be present with His mercy and may bring him salvation.

But the name is also used in invocation, worship, and confes-

sion, wherein the believer expresses and avails himself of this

presence of God Himself Baptism is administered in God's

name in this twofold sense, that God is henceforward present to
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the baptized person as his salvation, and may be invoked by him
;

and the word ovofia indicates the name of God in this connection

in its threefold application. Lutz, indeed, says {Bibl. Dog.

p. 333) that the juxtaposition of the names is no proof of their

equality,—that the Son remains subordinated to God, the latter

bestowing glory, the former receiving it, but still as the One con-

ceived, consecrated, and sent forth from God. Divinity, he adds,

belongs to the Son, in so far as He, in His spirit, will, and work,

is inseparably bound up with God, and is undoubtedly, in His

character as Son, God's representative in human nature without

obscuring Him. The Holy Ghost he represents as the divine

power, worldng effectually in human nature for light and sancti-

fication, and possessing divinity but not personality. This, how-

ever, is not a faithful interpretation of the sense, and there are

substantial reasons against it.

Supposing Jesus to be conscious of His pre-existence, the re-

quirements of His being are not satisfied by His representation of

God in human nature ; for in Himself and in this pre-existence

He already stands in a relation of unity to God, and of distinc-

tion from Him as the Father. Nor, as we have already shown,

is the Spirit merely the manifestation of a divine power.

Although the juxtaposition of the subject does not of itself

necessarily imply equahty, yet the uniform relation of baptism

to all three names does so. Each of them is a divine ground of

salvation, since for this there can be no other than a divine

ground ; and it is difficult to see why the Spirit, if He were

nothing but the power of God, should be so expressly mentioned,

especially in addressing those who were accustomed to the Old

Testament usage in the name of God.

The doctrine of the Son's pre-existence and of the distinct per-

sonahty of the Spirit is supplemented by the administration of

baptism in their name as well as in that of the Father. Although

the matter directly in question is only the foundation of salva-

tion in the Son and in the Spirit, still indirectly some light is

thrown upon the nature of both. The Son, we know, has life in

Himself : how then will it be with the Spirit ? At all events,

the difference does not involve absolute inequality, since the

equality of causal relation in which, in baptism, each stands to

salvation imparts a unity even in their difference ; and it is just

tliis interlacing of their relations which gives fulness and life to
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the conception of the Christian's (iod, and in the highest degree

of Jesus Himself. Thus it is a synoptical passage which throws

new light in a deeper connection upon the nature of the Son and

Spirit, our knowledge of which is derived chiefly from the utter-

ances recorded by St. John.

Some passages in the farewell discourses in St. John's Gospel

serve as illustrations of this subject (John xiv. 16, 17, cf 20, 21,

26),
—"I will pray the Father, and He shall give you another

Paraclete, that He may abide with you for ever." It is the

Father who, in answer to the prayer of the Son, gives the Spirit

as a continual help abiding in the disciples. And through this

Spirit the disciples will know that Christ is in the Father, and

that there exists between them and Christ a mutual fellowship

of life. So also, in ver. 26, the Father sends the Spirit in the

Son's name ; the Son is the efficient cause of this mission ; the

Spirit glorifies Christ, and carries His work to still further results.

In John XV. 2 6 the three are similarly placed together : the

Spirit goes forth, and Christ sends Him from the Father. Again

(xvi. 7-15) the Spirit who is sent as Paraclete glorifies Christ, for

what He imparts is of Christ.

From these passages we learn the unity of the three ; for in

none of them is there any overstepping from the Godlike into the

likeness of a creature. All three are the active principle of divine

salvation just as in the baptismal formula, the latter being no

more than the consequent setting forth of the fundamental idea

herein contained. In this way the testimony on each side con-

firms that on the other. But the distinction, no less than the

unity of the three, takes a prominent and characteristic place in

the Johannean discourses in which the agency of the divine per-

sons is spoken of. In the formula of baptism, it is only indi-

cated by their juxtaposition as the ground of salvation, whilst

the Johannean passages express it more in detail by a statement

of their action. In their juxtaposition, it is a matter of course

that the Father holds the foremost place, for the Son Himself

points to Him as the one from whom He has received power to

have life in Himself (John v. 26 ; cf Col. ii. 9). The Spirit is

He whom the Son had without measure ; and because He had

Him in such totality as God-man, where it must have taken

place through moral intervention, we see the Spirit actually

descend upon Him at His baptism. All communication of the
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Spirit is immediately bound up with the glorification of the Son.

He proceeds, indeed, from the Father, hut only through the Son's

intervention. And hence it follows that the Spirit, no less than

the Father and the Son, is a perfect divine being. God is a

spirit (John iv. 24). The Lord is a spirit (2 Cor. iii. 17); and the

Spirit, when He is named on His own account, is no other than

the one here named. When any divine life is to be implanted,

it is done through the influence, or rather indwelling, of this

Spirit. This, however, always stands in connection with the in-

dwelling of Christ and of the Father Himself in believers (John

xiv. 23),—a proof how they belong to each other, and how we
with all three always remain in the same circle of the one divine

being. So it is also in the conversation with Nicodemus (John

iii) : the Spirit, as something truly divine, is the principle of the

second birth (vers. 3-8), and as such is again distinguished from

the Father and Son (cf. ver. 16).

IsTow this is just the peculiarity which we find unexampled in

the whole world. The unity of being, combined with a threefold

personality, is the divine fulness of life and perfection of person-

ality, which in its richness and life defines the Christian idea of

God. But certainly, in our present state of knowledge, seeing as

we do "in a glass darkly" {iv alvi'yuarL), it remains veiled from

us in an obscurity which we strive in vain to penetrate. And
so the Lord says, no man hath ever seen God except the Son.

And yet the apostles clearly attest the fundamental conception of

His nature (2 Cor. xiii. 13; cf. 1 Cor. xii. 4-6
; 1 Pet. i. 2

;

Eev. i. 4-6). The dogma of a triune God, Father, Son, and

Spirit, is indispensable as the foundation, or, some would say, as

the hypothesis, for the Christian doctrine of salvation ; and Christ

Himself led the apostles to believe in it, without thinking it

necessary to enter into detailed explanations of the inner being

oi God in this threefold relation.

It is an interesting question, why the nature of the Holy Ghost,

in particular, is veiled in such obscurity. The darkness which

envelopes the Triad refers especially to two points : first, the

unity of the three, which, as an equality, is single in its character

;

and, secondly, the aspect under which, in this Triad, the mani-

festation of the Lord in the world is to be regarded,—as concerns

the Son, in so far as He is at the same time Son of God and Son

of man ; so that obscurity rests not only on the Trinitarian re-
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lation of the Son to the Father and to the Spirit, bnt also on the

connection of the pre-existing Christ with the man Jesus. Yet

this manifestation among mankind of the one who existed before

the foundation ot the world is well known to us, because it has

become matter of history, and not only lay hidden in Christ's

self-consciousness after His appearance, but also declared itself in

His testimony. The case of the Spirit is somewhat different, in

whom, likewise, God works and dwells in the world ; although

the Spirit had not (in our Lord's time) adequately asserted His

manifestation as a person in the same way as the pre-existent

Christ had done by His appearance as the God-man. The latter,

indeed, possessed the Spirit without measure, but not the Spirit

in the Trinitarian sense ; and, consequently, at the point then

reached in the course of divine revelation the Spirit was not

adequately manifested as the Spirit ; and therefore, so far, the

personality of the Spirit is not so plainly evident as that of the

Son in His pre-existence. He is, indeed, promised by Christ, and

essentially delineated in the promise itself, which, however, has been

filled only up to a certain point, but is not yet complete. The

community of Christ is not yet complete ; the union of the whole

spiritual world with Christ its Head is not yet in reality fully

accomplished. There is a stage still before us in the course of

divine revelation (as may be inferred from our Lord's own

teaching) at which the Spirit will be for the first time revealed in

His fulness, and at which, consequently. His personal life and

being will be set in evidence before us. Until then, however,

man's knowledge of the Triad has not yet reached its highest

attainable limits, even though we suppose that man can never

perfectly penetrate its depths. But this assumption itself may not

be altogether admissible, if, at least, we base our view on the

words, "We shall know, even as we are known,"—which is a

sufficient reason, in reference to the culminating point of our

Lord's teaching about the nature of God as Father, Son, and

Spirit, to induce us to continue to pursue our investigations

with alj. reverence and humility. Thus some passages remain,

which appear to stand in relation to this teaching, which have not

been investigated as much as might be possi1)le. In reference to

tlie still future manifestation of the Spirit, we cannot but re-

member how the Church is called the Bride of the Lord (Rev.

xxii. 17), and what is said of a revelation of the whole ttoXu-
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'itoikl\o<; ao(j){a (Eph. iiL 10), and the Traaa iraTpia in lieaveu

and earth (Eph. iii. 15),—a future manifestation of the Spirit,

of which a hint, but no more, is given in 1 Cor. xii.

From this point, where we see how much modesty and re-

verence are needed for the comprehension of the subject, it is

interesting to turn back once more to the Old Testament, and to

inquire how far this culmination of the New Testament conception

of God is there pre-signified or stated. Now, in the ancient

theology of our Church, it was thought, as a matter of course, that

the doctrine of the Trinity was to be found in the old covenant;

but certainly the exegetical proofs adduced are insufficient to prove

the idea. These proofs are mainly either the passages in which

the plural form of the name of God is used with a singular verb,

and vice versa, or those which show a plurality in the divine attri-

butes,—such as the thrice Holy of Isaiah, and others to the same

effect. It must not, however, be overlooked that traces exist in

the Old Testament of a tendency towards that fuller development

of doctrine on this subject which is found in the New Testament

<:eaching, especially in that of our Lord. Thus it is important to

observe the prominent position given to the angel of Jehovah, the

angel of the Lord Kar e^o-^y\v, partly to distinguish Him from

the lower angels, and partly to identify Him with Jehovah, with

God Himself. This angel of God appears in Gen. xvi. 10, 11,

cf. 13, xxi. 17 seq., xxii. 1 seq. (11), xxxi. 11 seq. (xxxii. 25);

Ex. xiv. 19, xxiii. 20 seq., xxxii. 34, and some later passages.

His attributes have also been compared (Isa. Ixiii. 9). The angel

of the Lord, or of the covenant, appears in the later prophets

(Mai. iii. 1), and then also in relation to the Messianic expectation

(cf. Dan. X.), Zech. i.-vi. So much the more remarkable is it that

Daniel himself represents as a Son of man Him who was to have

everlasting dominion over all nations (viii. 13, 14). The wielder

of divine sovereignty is here represented as coming from heaven

;

and this forms the link between this passage and others in the

later prophets, where the angel of the covenant is bound up with

the hope of the Messiah. Here, however. He appears as the Son

of man, in which character the wielder of the divine sovereignty is

now represented, instead of, as heretofore, in that of an angel of

Jehovah ; and thus may we imagine the course of development to

be. The appearances of the angel were merely momentary ; and

liis words and deeds were looked upon as tliose of the Lord Him-
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self. This, which is the first mention of His becoming man,

forms an element in the development of Trinitarian doctrine, and

the germinating point in the Old Testament with which the

teacliing of Jesus is connected ; it is the angel of the Lord who, as

the substratum of Messianic expectation in the prophets, brings at

length into view the Lord Himself personally present amongst men.

A second Old Testament element is that of the divine ivisdom.

This assumed a position of ever-growing importance amongst the

divine attributes till it approached the form of an h}7)ostasis.

Finally, we have to notice the manner in which God's word and

God's Spirit were displayed as modes of revealing the Godhead

(Ps. xxxiii. 6). In each of these terms there is a gradual unfolding

of doctrine, in which, little by little, the idea assumes a definite

shape, resulting at last in the fully developed doctrine of the

Trinity,—the Word of God having at length, by successive steps,

become the ^0709 in the prologue of St. John's Gospel (cf. Heb.

iv. 12). In the .^0709, Word and Wisdom alike find their highest

expression (since X0709 = reason as well as ivord), and hence be-

come merged into one. Therein Wisdom and the creative Word
are united. The New Testament teaching concerning the Spirit

is, however, nothing more than the completion of the primitive

doctrine of the Old concerninsr the breath of His mouth.

IL THE PvEDE:MrTION OF MAN".

§ 26. Introductory Summary,

That the teaching of Jesus concerning the glorification of tho

Father in the Son stands in a definite relation to sinful man, is

clear from John xvii. 4, where He says that He has glorified the

Father on earth, and consequently amongst men ; and this, in

fact, through the completion of His work by revelation of the

Father. As He goes on to say (xv. 8) that the Father is

honoured and glorified by the fact of His disciples existing and

abiding in Him, that they may bring forth fruit, so He regards

His own glorification, not merely as a glorification in or with God,

but in His own people also, to be effected by the Holy Ghost

dwelling in them (John xvi. 14). It rests upon men being

drawn to Him and taking part in His glory, and therefore upon
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the authority conferred on Him, to give eternal life to all those

whom the Father has given Him, whereby both Father and Son

are honoured (v. 23) ; these being, indeed, given Him out of the

world (e/c tov Koafiov, xvii. 6). His own are still in the world,

and exposed to its dangers ; but they are sent into it only that

through their word others also may believe on Him (xvii. 11, 14,

18). There is, therefore, a glorification of the Father through the

Son in the /cocr/io?, in the midst of sinful humanity, in those

who have emerged from its entanglements.

Thus the glorification becomes identified with redemption, and

this whole operation of Jesus in the world is pointed out as a de-

liverance from sin and rescue from destruction (iii. 16, 17), or as

a communication of everlasting life (John v. 24, x. 28, vi. 39,

[47—58]), which name He then appropriates to HimseK (xi. 25,

xiv. 6). The same idea is involved in various figurative ex-

pressions, such as the Water of Life (iv. 1 4, vii. 3 7), the Bread of

Life (vi. 48), the Light (viii. 12, ix. 5, xii. 46), the Waij (xiv. 6),

and the Good Slwpherd (x. 11); and it is also found in the

Synoptists, where we read of man coming to the Father through

Jesus only (Matt. xi. 27), of His revealing Himself to babes, of

His setting free the weary and heavy laden from their burden, of

His giving His life a ransom for them (]\Iatt. xx. 28, xxvi. 28),

of His having come to save the lost (Matt, xviii. 11, [xv. 24,

X. 6 ;] Luke 15), and of His being the Physician of the spiritually

sick (Matt. ix. 12, 13 ; Luke xix. 10, etc.).

^27. Tlie Object of Redemption—Man.

The teaching of Jesus embraces both sides of man's nature,

his dignity, and also his need of redemption ; but in His discourses

the latter predominates. This is consistent both with His own
vocation as a Redeemer, and with the actual condition of man-
kind, to the consciousness of which they must be aroused so that

He might be recognised in that capacity. It was impossible to

develope the first point properly unless the second were first placed

in a clear light. The great results which our Lord purposed in

the world could be realized only by indirect means, as, first of

all, the power proceeding from Him must operate negatively for

the counteraction of sin and its ruin. He could not, therefore,

in His teaching, simply set forth the dignity of man, and address

HimseK to it alone, but He must needs proceed gq the closest
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discrimination between good and evil, between what was agree-

able and what was opposed to the divine nature, between life and

death. Herein He could connect His teaching closely with the

Old Testament, in which man is regarded mainly from the same

side, although there are passages in which the other view prevails.

For the Old Testament begins with the primitive dignity of man

;

and, without its being expressly stated afterwards, this side of

man's nature is kept in the foreground, as of one elevated and

distinguished by God above the whole earthly creation, as, e.g., in

the 8 th Psalm ; and in every other place where sin is treated of,

the other side also is more or less taken into consideration. And
it is particularly characteristic of the biblical mode of view, that

it never gives man up, so to speak, but, amidst all the ruin and

decay, which it distinctly regards, it points at a divine plan of

salvation for fallen man. However much, therefore, men may
appear, according to the Old Testament, to follow their self-chosen

way, they are, nevertheless, vmder the guidance of a divine plan

of salvation, which historically draws the descendants of Abraham

and Jacob first within its influence, but yet, from the very first,

aims at including all the families of the earth. Thus in Holy

Scripture, in spite of its clear view of ruin as the consequence of

sin in mankind, there is also a much more comforting perception

of the latter in virtue of the divine plan controlling it ; the idea

of the divine salvation is ever more and more developed, whereby

also a higher conception of man and human nature is gradually

produced. Mankind is looked upon as in need of redemption,

and yet as called to a peculiar fellowship with God. And so

also with the didactic discourses of Jesus Himself. The more

prominently the connnunity with God to which men are called is

brought forward in the New Testament, so much the more is the

dignity peculiar to man indirectly enforced, and in some passages

also with evident design.

The doctrine of human dignity, as the first side of anthropology,

occurs directly in those only of our Lord's discourses which we

may call i)reparatory, because they do not lead us to the central

point of His teaching. The same doctrine may, however, be traced

indirectly in the other discourses also, seeing that even in redemption

itself the exaltation of man's nature and destiny is plainly implied.

The Lord expresses Himself negatively about the dignity of

man, compared with the lower creatures, in those discourses where
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He wishes to represent works of human love as a duty, in order

to show that He was right in healing tlie sick on the Sabbath

(Luke xiii. 1 5 seq. ; Matt. xii. 1 1 seq.). Other speeches also

may come under consideration, in which Jesus seeks to raise

men's minds to a living trust in God, as opposed to a low state

of earthly sensuahty (Matt. vi. 30 ; Lul:e xii. 28); and in like

manner also to steel them against fear of men and dread of suffer-

ing (Matt. X. 31). In these discourses He refers to the lower

creatures, which are so bounteously and strictly cared for by God,

in contrast to the higher dignity of man, who in God has a

heavenly Father (Matt. vi. 26; Luke xii, 2 4).

The positive aspect of the dignity of man is implied in his pecu-

liar relation to God, this relation resulting from the idea of God
as a Father. God is the originator in man of a life which is the

counterpart of His own, and has created him for a personal

fellowship with HimseK, Man can become the child of God in a

deeper sense, as is expressed, in contrast to the heathen view

(Luke xii. 30), in the exhortation to confidence in God. Man is

called on to seek the kingdom of God, a blessing on which every

other good thing depends (Matt. vL 33 ; Luke xii. 31, 32),

which, too, God as his Father is willing to give him. This relation

of man to the Father becomes most evident, through the doctrine

that the Son, although the Son of God and one with the Father,

is nevertheless the Son of man, and most frequently describes

Himself as such. Hence results the specially Christian idea of

human nature as admitting of a personal union with the God-

head, and in this very union fulfilling, indeed, the complete idea

of humanity, and also, even apart from this union, as being at

all events susceptible of intimate fellowship with God. This

latter idea is the aim of the whole of that portion of God's

economy which depends on the appearance of the Son of man,

and is also only the reverse side of the idea of God as a Father.

God reveals Himself in man and is glorified in him, and man is

glorified in God. On account of the sinfulness in man, this does

not take place tlirough any development of his own nature, but

because humanity (as beheving in the Son) finds in the Son of

God and man the guarantee of this glorification. This is evident

in the preparative didactic discourses of Jesus, e.g. in the Sermon

on the Mount, in which, without any distinct reference to the

Redeemer, the dignity of man is very forcibl}' brought forward,
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not only generally as regards his destination in the kingdom of

God (Matt. V. 3), but also specially in the requisition to be per-

fect as God is perfect (Matt. v. 48). As a plain result therefrom,

full trust in God is inculcated, especially in reference to earthly

necessities ; when so high a spiritual destination is in question,

and is made attainable by God's fatherly hand, the satisfaction of

these lower needs must be a subordinate matter, to be committed

to this Father in all quiet submission. Man is not created for

the earth, but for heaven, where his treasure is to be.

Some of the references to the dignity of man, which are pro-

minently brought forward by Jesus, are as follows :

—

He attributes to man a personal life which is superior to all

external force, and cannot even he destroyed hi/ the death of the hody,

yet is entirely dependent on God (Matt. x. 28 ; Luke xii. 4, 5
;

in which passages God and not the devil is to be understood as

the object of right fear).^ In addition to this recognition, we have,

further, the distinction between aw^ia and yfrv^r), and the continu-

ance of man after death, both of the spiritual and also the bodily

element (Matt. x. 28). Also, wherever the redemption of man is

spoken of, the twofold element is always taken into account, the

^coT] being understood as the ^wrj of the spirit and of the corporeal

part ; and hence the resurrection is usually mentioned at the same

time (John v. 24, 28, 29, vi. 39 f, 44, 54, xi 25 ; cf. Luke xiv.

14, XX. 35, 36). In virtue of this higher being, superior to all

external power and indestructible by death, man does not belong

to the earth alone, but also has to do with an invisible order of things,

into wliich he will some day be transferred (Luke xii. 20, 21
;

Matt. vi. 19-21
; cf Luke xii. 33, 34). Jesus assumes a relation

existing between man and an invisible spirit-world, which is

described by Him as partly hostile and partly friendly to man
(Matt. xiii. 39, xviiL 10; Luke xv. 10 ; John viii. 44); also, as

regards Himself, this woild of spirits takes both a friendly

(John i. 52) and also a hostile aspect (Matt. iv. 1-11).

Again, as regards the soul of man, Jesus recognises in man a
sjnritual eye (Matt. vi. 22, 23 ; cf Luke xi. 34-36), by means of

which he receives and possesses light in respect to his relation to

God. Just as the possession and enjoyment of material light

depend entirely on the state of tlie bodily eye, so the possession

of spiritual light on the state of the spiritual eye. If the bodily

^ UtbiT comiuentators affirm the coutiary idea.

—

Tr.
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eye is healthful, the whole body possesses light ; in the contrary

case, it is in entire darkness. If the spii'itual eye is healthful,

then the entire man enjoys the higher spiritual light of which

he is in need. But all depends on this inward light not being

darkened (Luke xi. 35). If it shines clearly, the man, far from

possessing this light for himself alone, will perhaps become a

bright luminary to those in darkness around him (cf. Matt. v.

14 ff.). Eationalism has attributed great importance to these

passages, and from them has sought to infer the existence of

an active principle of religious perception in man himself, and

consequently the faculty of independent religious thought and

examination. But it is the mere reccpiihility which is here

spoken of, which is of course not merely passive (pure passiveness

cannot exist where living dynamic powers arc at work). As light

must come to the eye from without,—thus, with regard to the

spiritual eye, Jesus speaks here in harmony with His teaching as

to the manifestation of the Son through the Father (Matt. xi. 27,

xvi. 17),—and as the bodily eye must be susceptible of the light

of the sun ; so must the spiritual eye possess something of divine

light in order to perceive the light from above, but yet only to

inrccive it. This receptibility becomes spontaneity when the

water which He gives to men to drink becomes in them a well of

living water (John iv, 14). At the same time, Jesus supposes

the case that this spiritual eye may be perverted, so that the man
is deprived of light (Luke xi. 34).^ He requires His disciples to

ponder on divine, things (Matt. xi. 15, xiii. 14). They are to take

heed how they hear (Mark iv, 24), and especially to form right-

eous judgments (John vii. 24), and therefore to examine and

discern the signs of the times (Luke xii. 56, 57). To him, how-

ever, who conscientiously makes use of the spiritual insight afforded

liim. He promises continual inward growth (Matt. xiii. 12 ; Mark
iv. 25 ; Luke viii. 18 ; John viii. 31, 32). He specially attributes

to man a power of knowing the divine will,—a power which is to be

in him the groundwork of his laith. He makes this faith de-

pendent on man's inclination to do the will of God (John vii. 1 7)

;

but this, apart from the teaching of the Lord Himself, presupposes

as existing in us a knowledge of the divine will about us. He
also presupposes that the man who is inclined to do the divine

wiU will be able to make His teaching the subject of his medita-

* See page 70.
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tion and examination. But this very inclination is not considered

by Him as a mere affair of Jiuman po2ver ; for every one who is

susceptible of the Lord's teaching is of God (John viii. 47) ; his

works are done in God (John iii. 21) ; he is drawn by the Father

(John VL 44) ; and his power is given him by the Father (John

vi. 65). In full harmony with this, when Peter, in the name of

the disciples, confessed his faith in Jesus as the Son of God, He says

to him (]\Iatt. xvL 17)," Flesh and blood hath not revealed it unto

thee,"—which expression is used by way of synecdoche, as the chief

elements of the human body for the whole of the material life or

the entire human nature, but still always contrasted with the spiri-

tual element (Gal i. 16, cf. 15 ; cf. 1 Cor. xv. 50). This contrast is

forcibly expressed in Matt. xxvi. 41, and we thence recognise the

fundamental view of the Lord as to the nature and conditioti of man.

So long as this contrariety exists between the flesh and the

spirit, it prevents man from thoroughly attaining to that higher

form of life which is recognised as the divine. There is thus

manifested in man a contrariety in his tendencies of life, which

contrariety is not firmly rooted and aboriginal, but is testified to

by experience, and depends on the isolation of crap^ and irvevfia,

which strive one against the other instead of being united, that is,

instead of the aap^ being pervaded and illuminated by the irvevfia.

Thus, in Christ, as the Son of man, there existed both a-ap^ and

also irvevfia, but not as forming a contrast to one another : in

us, however, this contrast fully exists. When the '^v)(ri is made
to describe the two together as a kind of middle term, it is some-

times understood as referring to the lower and sometimes to the

liigher life (Matt. xvi. 25 ; Mark viii. 35 ; Luke ix. 24, xvii. 33
;

John xii. 25). It is clear from these passages that the soul has

both a lower and a higher sphere of life, and that whosoever is

willing to surrender it in this lower sphere wiU save it in the

higher, and will consequently actually gain it. It is, therefore, a

conscious individuality in a twofold sphere of life. The lower

aspect of the soul or its relation to material life is specially brought

forward in Luke xii. 19, 20, the higher aspect in Matt. xvi. 26,

Luke ix. 24 ; here, therefore, it is said tliat it will be saved, that

is, for its higher destination. The tendency of the soul depends

on the right element prevailing, and on its being actually animated

by the Trvev/xa as the liigher principle of life, by which alone it

liecomes inclined for higher blessings. Lut if the soul has
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tlioronglily entered the (rdp^, as carnality, its spirituality is de-

stroyed, and it needs a new birth (Luke xvii. 3 3). If it is ^coaa, it

is because the vital spirit has been breathed into it by the Creator

(1 Cor. XV. 45), and it must be saved by being renewed, through

Christ, by the Holy Ghost. Taking man in himself as a subject

of accountableness, and as leading a life amenable to responsibility,

the central focus and source-point of spiritual life in him is de-

scribed by Jesus by the word KapBla. It is the representation of

the moral personality/, and therefore the origin of all moral defile-

ment (Matt. XV. 18). It forms the 6r]aavp6<i, in which the man
receives everything which is an object to him as if into the focus

of his inner life where he makes it his spiritual property, and

whence, as such, he again brings it forth (Luke vi. 45 ; Matt. xii.

3 5 ; Luke xxi. 3 4) ; but hence, anything which is really to be

received by him into his personal life must be adopted into the

heart, in order there to be assimilated to his individuality (Luke

viii. 1 5). Man, therefore, can actually produce that which is good,

only when it proceeds from the heart (Matt. xv. 8 £f.) ; his worship,

if it is to be genuine, must come from the heart. Therefore, as

the heart is, so is the man (Matt. xii. 35). The moral tendency

is decided in the heart. In it a man is pure (JMatt. v. 8), or the

reverse (Matt. xv. 18) when the heart is overcharged with the

excesses and cares of earth (Luke xxi. 34). From all this the fun-

damental conception becomes clear, resulting as it does from the

two chief passages. Matt. xxvi. 41, and John iii. 6, The more the

quickening element of the irvev/na is present in the '^v')(rj, the

greater is the inclination to that which is good. So far, however, as

the yfrv^n has its existence in the aoj/xa, it certainly quickens the

crap^, but at the same time its independent influence is done

away with, and, desiring to rvde instead of being ruled by the spirit,

it falls entirely into the power of the aap^. This is the contrast

which is pointed out in Matt. xxvi. 41. In the disciples, however,

the irvev/xa, together with the <Tap^, was still an active infliience

;

yet even they, according to John iii. 6, were flesh. Not that the

rational soul was wanting in the natural man, but the aap^ was

pre-eminent in him. He is endowed with the irvevfia, but he is

not irvevixa : this he can only be, that is, it can only become the

active principle of his personal life, through the regeneration of

the spirit.

Thus it is clear that, in the teaching of the Lord, those pas-

M
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sages which in one aspect appear to deal with men as merely

human beings, yet in another point of view lead us beyond the

innate powers of man. As sin is deeply rooted in man, wherever

man's dignity and destination are spoken of, the fact of the exist-

ence of sin in man's nature is also taken into account. We are

thus led to another part of our subject,

—

The teaching of Jesus as to the sins of men. The Old Testa-

ment expresses a consciousness of the dignity of man, which, from

the very beginning, is derived from an idea of his similitude to

the divine image, and is expressed in different ways by the idea

of a covenant of God with man, made with individuals at first,

but afterwards extending over the whole world ; but, on the other

liand, it also announces a deep consciousness of sin. Both ideas

are the necessary result of tlie ethical character of the Old Testa-

ment religion, in contrast to the merely aesthetic features of the

natural religion of the heatlien. Tliis mode of perception is,

tlierefore, not peculiar to either one book or one period only, but,

on the contrary, pervades the whole. At the very commence-

ment of the Old Testament history, we have a moral fall of man,

in which the entire development of tlie race became, on the one

liand, a development of sin, but, on the other, through God's in-

ihience, a course of guidance following out a plan of salvation.

In conformity with this, tlie Old Testament distinctly expresses

the fact of tlie universality of sin and its persistence in the world

(Gen. vi. 5, 11-13, viii. 21; 1 Kings viil 46; Ps. cxliii. 2;

Job iv. 1 7-1 9 ; Prov. xx. 9). Passages like these give the result

of the moral experience at particular periods ; but the whole

economy of the Old Testament tended generally to lead men to

the acknowledgment of sin, especially by means of the law. In

Gen. viii. 21, Ps. li. 7, Iviii. 4, Isa. xlviii. 8, it is stated how
d('.e])ly this sin is rooted, so that it is most diflicult, or indeed im-

jMWsible, to avoid it. Sin is not only existing in fact, but as an

halntual presence in man. Towards the conclusion of prophecy

fKzek. xxxvi. 2G, 27), the perception breaks forth that God must
give a new heart it the people are to observe the hitherto neglected

law and to live in the covenant; and this consciousness existed

(luring the Babylonian captivity. Thus deep was the perception

of sin in the Old Testament. Its nature was, however, recognised

as disobedience to and rebellion from God, and as bringing with it

the guilt which was im])lied by the id(ja of the law. The worship.
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with all its institutions, pointed to the necessity of an atonement

for sin. Prophecy revealed the whole course of the divine guid-

ance, which directly tended to a development of moral conscious-

ness. These were the elements which, together with the actual

perception of it, must have revealed its nature.

Although the teaching of Jesus, on the one hand, attributes to

man a dignity above the whole earthly creation, which dignity He
grounds on the susceptibility of man for a communion with God,

on the other hand, it recognises man as sivfiil, and, indeed, so very

sinful, that only through God's grace can he be freed from the cor-

ruption of sin, and attain his destined end, which is eternal life.

The teaching of Jesus as to sin is usually very insufficiently

treated of in biblical theology ; and yet, by a somewliat more

complete investigation, it will prove to be very abundant and

profound, containing, indeed, the perfect germ of the apostolical

development of the same subject. Jesus, if it is permissible so

to speak, treated the matter less ex p-ofcsso, than by connection

with other things as occasion offered. The subject may be arranged

under the two heads of the nature and the universality of sin.

(a) The general idea of the nature of sin is that of antagonism

to God in mind and action. Hence it is called 17 avofxia (Matt.

vii 23, xiii. 41), avofiia without the article (Matt, xxiii. 28), and

also dfiapria, and indeed 17 d/xapria as a generic idea (John

viii. 34, xvi. 8), or likewise as existing in particular men (John

viii. 21), and also as a designation of individual sins, without

the article (Matt. xii. 31). 'Avofiia being antagonism to the

law, dfiapria is failing in its aim and deviations from its rule
;

hence dfiapriav is used for individual deviations (Luke xi. 4
;

Matt. ix. 2, 5 f. ; John viii. 24, xx. 23 ; frequently in the phrase

ucpLepai ra? dfiapTLa<;). Another expression used for individual

sins is TrapaTTTODixara, individual transgressions of the divine law

(Matt. vi. 14 f; Mark xL 25 f.) ; lastly, 6^ei\r]fiaTa (Matt. vi.

12), debts, inasmuch as sin generally and every separate sin is a

debt as regards man, in virtue of which he is punishable, and an

obligation is laid upon him to satisfy and discharge God's will.

Sin, therefore, is represented under the figure of a debt, which, if

it is not forgiven, must be paid in full (Matt. v. 26,xviii. 23-35).

Man as a sinner, he in whom sin habitually dwells, is dfiaprio\l<i

(Luke v. 32 ; Matt. ix. 13), in contrast to BUaio^; or, inasmuch

as he persistently commits sin, he is called 6 tp'yai^('{j.evo<i r^v
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avojMiav (Matt. vii. 23). Tlie idea of sin in the teaching of Jesus

is in harmony with this phraseology and His interpretations

thereof. It is opposition to the vojxo'^ in thought, word, and

action, and thus an opposition to God's will. The condition of

sin is, therefore, following the Old Testament view, a condition

of alienation from God. Jesus has depicted it in its two principal

developments in the eloquent and profound parable of the prodigal

^on (Luke xv. 1 1 ff"). In the first place, sin is manifested only in

the younger son,—an alienation from God, increasing co-equally

with a desire for a false independence,—and he himself comprises

the whole of his earlier life in his confession. But subsequently

an opposition to the will of his father is shown in the elder son

also, although outwardly he had remained with him. Because

sin is alienation from God, its cliief point consists in ivant of faith

in Christ ; for in the New Testament God has revealed Himself

and drawn near to man in Christ. Thus the statement (John

xvi. 8) that the Holy Ghost will convict the Avorld of sin is based

on the unbelief of the world in Christ. In this all antagonism

to God is concentrated, and becomes positive in its hatred to God.

The negative view, that man does not serve God, but only the

world and his own self, is but a mere superficial appearance. If

man serves the world, he must in fact hate God, for God and the

world are essentially opposed. In this, however, God is under-

stood in a general point of view, as is the case for the most part

in the Sermon on the Mount, and apart from His special revela-

tion in Christ. In John xv. 23, 24, the two ideas are combined.

The antagonism to God which is implied in the nature of sin

is also carnality or the flesh (John iii. 6). This finds its moving

cause and seat in the oap^, the latter forming the contrast to the

TTvev/xa. From the flesh arise those desires which are directed

towards tlie things of this lower life,

—

einOvfitai (Mark iv. 19
;

Luke viii. 14), referring to the interests of this world and the

deceptive allurements of earthly pleasures, by which the heart is

clogged and drawn down. He who devotes himself to these is

alienated from God, and he who is alienated from God devotes

liimself to these. The self-surrender is consummated in the two

tendencies of tlie nature opposed to God : first, tlie repugnance to

liighcr and better tilings, and the renunciation of them ; next, the

actual opposition or enmity to CJod. These tAvo characteristics

are the cause of sin being described as devilish (Jolm viil 44,
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40 f.), also as lies and hatred. Hence result the two funda-

mental forms of sin, the ope7i and the concealed alienation from
God, a^ exemplified by Jesus in the two sons in His parable of

the prodigal son, and as was shown by the contrast between

publicans and sinners on the one hand, and Pharisees on the other.

The teaching of Jesus, therefore, intensifies the Old Testament

conception of sin oidy so far as it brings forward more distinctly

its positive nature, and, because the revelation of God was then

consummated, considers that sin is completed in opposition to

this revelation, consequently in a want of faith in Christ, and,

lastly, in the blasphemy against the Holy Ghost.

It is, besides, peculiar to Jesus' teaching, that He with peculiar

emphasis, in both classes of sin, recognises sin in its internal cha-

racter,—that sin defiles a man from within, and is in the first

place something inward, which is rooted in and native to the

inmost recesses of the personality (Matt. xv. 11, 15-20). It is

thus represented in the Sermon on the Mount, and subsequently

in the discourse against the Pharisees. Wrath forms the inward

element in the infraction of the command, Thou shalt not kill.

The inward sin is so much the main point, that, compared with

it, the greatness or smallness of the outward deed is scarcely a

matter of importance. For this very reason words become so

significant as a disclosure of the inward feelings (Matt. xii. 24),

and of the whole character, according to which the fruit of the life

is shaped (Matt. xii. 33, 35, under the figure of a fruit-tree and a

treasure). Hence an organic, lively vieiv of hitman morality is most

decidedly brought forward, in contrast to any mechanical and life-

less view which would make individual action a matter of opinion.

Even in the Old Testament system the principle was recognised,

that every man must be judged according to his heart; but Christ,

in opposition to all pharisaical deteriorations of this principle,

inculcated it anew, and consistently imbued with it the whole of

His teaching.

With the inward character of sin its quilt and liability to

punishment are closely connected. For the more strictly sin is

understood as being of an inward nature, the more it comprehends

the individual causality, and places the man in a position of lia-

bility ; as an arbitrary infringement of the relation of obligation

to God's will, it brings about the necessity for satisfaction. The

guilt is manifested by sin degrading the man : first, it deprives
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him of his original dignity, which is based on his relation to God
(Matt. XV. 11), then of the dignity of his sonship in God's house

(Luke XV. 18, 19), and the fellowship with Christ, and with God
in Him (Matt. x. 37, 38). This self-degradation, as guilt includes

also the liability to punishment, evo^o^; — the " being in danger
"

(Matt. V. 22). Hence an account is required of the sinner (Luke

xvL 2), especially in the day of judgment (Matt. xii. 36). He
must give satisfaction (Matt, xviii. 25-35). Both guilt and

liability to punishment are, however, subject to a graduated modi-

fication, as also is sin itself (Luke xii. 47 ; John xv. 22, ix. 41).

Man is, indeed, guilty even where he is deficient in knowledge
;

but where knowledge exists, the guilt thereby becomes greater.

With sin evil is inseparably bound up. In a world in which all

life, all good things, and the entire ordering of affairs are from

God, the effect of sin (as antagonism to God) must necessarily be

that a complete dissolution of life (which is from God) should

ensue. Light and life, which are from Him, must dwindle away

in proportion to the presence of sin. Consequently it is in evil

that the unworthiness and antagonism to God, which are inherent

in sin, are chiefly manifested ; and the condition of sin is death,

darkness, and a lost state (John xii. 46, iii. 19, viii. 12 ; cf. Luke

xxii. 53). Death is to be understood, in the first place, not in a

merely physical sense, but as a general process of dissolution : it

is usually represented as of a more comparative and partial cha-

racter. These partial phenomena are confronted by the idea of

death in all its fulness and absoluteness ; but tlie former are

part of a process which is always tending to this completion,

unless some other direction is given by means of new light and

new life. This comprehensive idea of death is especially charac-

teristic of the discourses in St. John's Gospel ; cf. ch. v. 2

1

with the antithesis of the ^cooTroLelv as the work of the Son.

The vEKpol are to be understood liere as referring to both ideas.

The fir] airodavelv, as the deliverance from death, is therefore a fact

now opposing itself to tlie process of death which is already com-

menced ; cf. vi. 50, xi. 26. But we find this full idea of death in

the synoptical passages also, as in tlie language describing the

condition of the prodigal son in his alienation from God (Luke

XV. 32). The mention of "the dead" in Matt. viii. 22, Luke
vi, 60, is also thus to be understood. The physically dead are

to be buried by the spiritually dead, wlio are good for nothing
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else ; but he who is destined for the kingdom of God is to preach

it. The hcing lost, or perishing, is an idea of the same character

(Luke xix. 10 ; cf John iii. 16) ; for it forms the contrast to fw^

alcovio^, as also does aircoXeta (Matt. vii. 13). In this idea the

view presupposed in the Old Testament is also included, that

bodily death is the result of sin, and on this account a deliver-

ance from sin is also essentially a deliverance from death, and a

raising from the dead is also understood. Christ is for us not

only the life generally, but also specially the resurrection (John

xi. 25, 26, vi. 39 £, 44, 54). This idea pervades the whole of

His history and teaching. Material death is only one item in

the process of the dissolution of life by means of sin. As the

link between God and the sinner is loosed, so also is the connec-

tion with jDorsonal life loosed by alienation from its true source.

As we have already seen with regard to the inward nature of

sin, it is peculiar to the teaching of Jesus that sin is not to be

understood as merely actual evil-doing. It is, on the contrary, a

condition, an habitual hcnt or proneness, which is merely brought

to light in actual sin. This is implied in the comparison of man
to a good or bad tree (Matt. xii. 33-35 ; Luke vi. 43 ; Matt,

vii. 17, 18). Jesus had addressed to the Pharisees words full of

warning, and He explains them by showing that neither word nor

deed is to be taken by itself, but always in relation to the con-

text and circumstances ; wherefore also a single word may dis-

close a deep abyss of sin. Sin, as a condition, is also set forth

by the comparison of the sinner to a sick man, who needs the

physician (Matt. ix. 12). Jesus also speaks as to the relatio7i

hetween the proncncss and actual sin itself (John viii. 34). Every

sin, in that it proceeds from the proneness, strengthens the latter

and increases it. It is not merely an action, it becomes a power

which masters the man and holds him in its fetters : the outward

operation of the eTrLdv/ula increases its power. This power is pre-

supposed by the Lord when He speaks of Himself as a deliverer,

and says that He would set free. He goes back to the original

root of the matter in John iii. 6, in which He states the existence

of a carnal, i.e. a sinful condition, which is caused by the natural

birth. Consequently the propensity/ of man to sin is given to him
in his natural birth, as if in Ms very nature,—a doctrine which is

much developed by the Apostle Paul. In every place, however,

even wdiere it is not expressly set forth in a didactic mode, this
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natural condition is presupposed as one needing deliverance. But

even here tliere is a limitation. There is, indeed, a sin (Matt.

xii. 31) which cannot be forgiven. This, however, leads us back

to the idea that 'perfected sin is the opposition to redemption on

the part of unbelief: sin severs itself from the redeeming opera-

tion of God. The Lord's warning refers, in the first place, to the

utterance by which the Pliarisees had sought to do away with

the powerful imj^ression made on the bystanders at the casting

out of devils. In their language they had not yet committed

this sin, but they were on the road which would lead them to this

bewildering pinnacle of wickedness. The language, therefore, must

neither be arbitrarily extended in its application, nor yet be limited

to tliis single action ; for both word and action stand in organic

connection with the state of the heart, which is thereby revealed

(vers. 31, 32, 33, 35), and for this very reason an account must

be given for every word. The blasphemy against the Holy Ghost is

ranked so much above that against the Son, because the latter sin,

looking at the manifold historical misapprehensions which might

be possible as to any particular subject, may be comparatively

excusable ; whilst the blasphemy against the Holy Ghost, which

can only ensue after the latter has inwardly manifested Himself,

is the most conscious of all sins (and really satanic),—it is the

exact opposite to the sin for the perpetrators of which the Lord

prayed upon the cross. The Lord does not say whether it had

been committed by men, yet in the development of the teach-

ing of the New Testament we come to points where it can

scarcely be considered as not actually existing. It is also else-

where exj)ressed how sin is perfected through consciousness and

perseverance (Matt. xi. 20-24). Of this kind, too, are all the

lamentations of Jesus as to the imbelief of His contemporaries,

especially of the cliief men of the people (John xvi. 8, xv. 22).

The blasphemy against the Holy Ghost is to be considered as the

very culminating point of unbelief in the Father and in Him
(Matt. xii. 31 ; Luke xii. 10 ; Mark iii. 28).

The universality of sin naturally results from the fact that the

proneness to it, which constitutes its essence, forms a part of

human nature. In the Old Testament the universality of sin

was recognised in the confession that we need a new heart ; and

in the New Testament teacliing, especially in that of Jesus, the

doctrine is still more developed in connection with the truth ot
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the redemption. It is brought forward most forcibly in John iii.

3-8, where it is said comprehensively that except he be boru

again, no one can enter the kingdom of God.

In this respect the two explanatory conversations, with

Nicodemus in John iii., and with the rich young man in Matt.

xix., are most significant. In both conversations Jesus enters

into the question as to what was to be done in order to enter

into the kingdom of God, or to attain eternal life. In both cases

He gives essentially the same answer,—to one a direct, and to the

other an indirect reply, according to the individuality of each man.

With the circumspect but confident Nicodemus, He had to adopt

a similar but somewhat different course from that which He
followed with the youthful rashness of the earnest and enthusi-

astic young man, who, even in early life, was a ruler of the

synagogue. Urged by an honourable impulse to desire that which

was good, and not content to rest satisfied with the ordinary

measure of righteousness, he had come to the Lord to learn surely

and perfectly from Him, as the "good Master," what he should do

to inherit eternal life. The one is quite certain that he cannot

fail in possessing eternal life ; the other, that he will be able to do

everything necessary for its attainment. With both, the upshot

of the matter was, to lead them to a true knowledge of life, and,

by means of moral humiliation, to make them willing to submit

themselves to the Lord's guidance, and so to follow the right path.

For this reason the conversation with both was shaped so as to

lead them to a confession of sin, and especially to make them
conscious of its universality; for both considered themselves to

be men who, in a moral point of view, formed exceptions to the

general rule, or, at least, were among the best of aU, Jesus was
therefore compelled to speak quite generally. No one is good

but God alone ; and when doing good is the matter in question,

reliance can be placed on but one thing alone. That which is

impossible with man is possible with God, and through Him
(Matt. xix. 26 ; Mark x. 27 ; Luke xviii. 27). The young man
was in the wrong path when he looked upon Jesus as a human
teacher, and yet addressed Him as the " good Master." 'No man is

good—every one must first become so ; and this can only be done

through the power and grace of God. This is the real application

of the discourse, which consequently says much the same as the

Lord's elucidation to Nicodemus. And the general proposition



186 THE TEACHING OF JESUS. [PART I,

forms the groundwork for the special test of self-knowledge which

Jesus (]\Iatt. xix. 21) applies to the rich young man.

But this proposition of the universality of sin miay also he

inferred from the Lord's teaching on other occasions, especially

where He speaks of His work. On the one hand. He describes

His work as intended for all men (John xvii. 2, iii. 1 6 ; Matt.

xiii. 38) ; on the other, He says that He had come to save

tliat which was lost. In His eyes, therefore, all must he lost, with-

out special help ; and the only requisite for partaking in the

benefits of His work is, that men should confess themselves to he

sick, or sinners. But, in respect to this decided assertion and

thorough presupposition of the universal necessity for redemption,

it must not be overlooked that Jesus, just as the entire Old and

New Testaments, makes a moral distinction, without regard, indeed,

to the redemption : there are both righteous and wicked. Tliis is

shown by a retrospect of the Old Testament history, by a glance,

indeed, at the heathen world, when Jesus lovingly seeks (Matt.

xii. 42) to humiliate the Jewish assumption of righteousness by

honourable mention of heathen examples, drawn from the Old

Testament history. He even refers back to the primitive records,

in speaking of the righteous Abel (Matt, xxiii. 35).

S 28. The Olject of Rcdem2')tion—the World, in its connection with

the Prince of this World.

From the figure of the bad tree, which threw out branches in

every direction, and might be rich in fruit, it may be inferred

tliat Jesus regarded sin as not merely consisting in individual

actions, but as an organic unity in every individual ; but, before

all acts of sin, the proneness thereto exists in man as e/c aapKo^

r'/eyevvr]fievo<;. In a similar way He considers the sin of indi-

viduals as not separated from that of the remainder of mankind,

but by no means in the sense that each one will not have to give

an account for himself. On tlie contrary, in every individual his

wliole moral conduct remains the ol)jcct of his personal responsi-

bility (Matt. xii. 36, 37). But, on tlie other hand, sin is a state

of life common to all, owing to the identity of human nature

in all, inasmuch as they are born of the flesh (John iii. 6).

In consequence of their natural hirth they are flesh, and so

far not susceptil.'le of tlie spiritual kingdom of God. This com-

munity of sinful life is therefore entailed on the natural deriva-
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tion. But this social community in sin is also assisted by the

mutual infiucnce of men on one another. In the world " it must

needs be that offences come" (Matt, xviii. 7). This is said

under the supposition that sin actually and necessarily exists in

the world ; and it necessarily results that a man by sinning must

afford to others an occasion and an incitement to sin. Thus an

excellent beginning in good things may be hindered and even

destroyed (Matt, xviii. 6) ; and on this account human society

is sometimes to be lamented over and sometimes is culpable

(oval), inasmuch as this growing influence of sin is bound up with

guilt and corruption. But the individual man is also to be

lamented over if he give occasion of offence, as, by the exercise

of this influence, his guilt and liability to punishment are in-

creased (ver. 6), and he himself must always tend to become

worse. Every one, therefore, is enjoined both to exercise the

utmost strictness in the subjugation of his own sinful desires

(vers. 8, 9), and also to use the greatest care in the case of those

who might readily take offence (ver. 10; Mark ix. 42; Luke

xvii. 1, 2 ; cf Matt. v. 29, 30). By means of this independent

mutual influence, that which is good may be also effectively

propagated ; but, looking at the universality of sin, it becomes a

question whence the requisite good should come (Mark ix. 50
;

Luke xiv. 34 ; Matt. v. 13). The salt has, in fact, become useless,

and has lost its power. Unless some entirely different organic

system is communicated from without, or rather from above, no

deliverance from sin can proceed from this community of life,

taken by itself. There is, on the contrary, a constant circulation

of sin, first kindling and then consummating its wicked propensities.

This community of life is styled by our Lord the world

(Koa/xo^). The idea occurs sometimes in a narrower signification,

and sometimes in a wider one, and is therefore found with

various closer definitions. In the first place, the Koafio^ is the

universe (John xvii. 5, 24), where the creation is spoken of as

the founding of the world ; likewise also, perhaps, in Matt. xvi.

26, "For what is a man profited, if he shall gain the whole

world, and lose his own soul ? " Next, it is the world of men,—
humanity in its whole extent (Matt. xiii. 3 8 ; John iii. 1 6

;

Mark xiv. 9, xvi. 1 5) ; then a still closer definition, the carthh/

order of things being specially brought forward (John xvi. 21, 28,

as to the birth of the Son of man and of men generally); also,
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referring to the men living upon earth, rov Koa-fiov tovtov (John

ix. 39). It is also the world of men, as subject to the earthly-

order of things in contrast with God, inasmuch as in it, and

also in creation generally, sin prevails (Matt, xviii. 7, v. 14;

John vii. 7, xiv. 17, 22, xvi. 20, 33, xvii. 9, 16, 25, xii 47,

vL 33, xii. 31, cf. xvi. 11, xiv. 30). This sinful world thus

forms a contrast to those who follow God—devout believers

—

inasmuch as they are chosen out of the world (John xv. 19),

and are not of it (John xv. 19, xvii. 14, 16). The K6a-/xo<; is

the whole body of those living in sin upon the earth, without

being restricted to those cases in which sin has increased into a

power approaching enormity. This established condition must be

broken through if it is to be in any way overcome.

In considering the sinful community of living as a whole, Jesus

does not overlook its diversity/, resulting from differences of ages,

nationalities, and individuals. This is evident from the way in

which, in a moral point of view, He judges men with whom He
was not in immediate contact, as in Matt, xiii., where He distin-

guishes four classes of conduct in respect of God's word, or Matt.

XXL 31, w^here He awards the kingdom of heaven to the publicans

in preference to the Pliarisees. He also recognises the diversities

of nationalities, by pointing out the sin of the Gentiles (Matt. vi.

32) to be a misunderstanding of God and a surrender to the

world. The Lord specially pointed to the national feeling of the

Jews, their self-exaltation in the consciousness of the divine law

and the theocratic guidance, combined with their opposition

thereto, as the sin of His Jewish contemporaries, " of this 7ei^ea'

(Matt. xii. 38-45, xvi. 1-4). The people, as a body, were at

that time perverted and unfaithful to their covenant God ; they

were refractory against God and His revealed wiU. However

stringent might be the summons of divine mercy, they were

childishly self-willed (Matt. xi. 15-19), The synoptical gospels

are rich in expressions of this kind ; but there are some of a

similar character in John (v. 37-47, viii. 37). Amid this general

and comprehensive perception of the moral feelings of His con-

temporaries, we find Jesus especially characterizing the pharisaical

spirit as hypocrisy (Matt. vi. 5, xv., and xxiii. ; Luke xviiL 9 ;

cf. John x. 8).

In carrying the idea of sin hcyond the hounds of humanity, and

assuming a supernatural being to stand in causative relation to
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human sin, the teaching of Jesus is not absolutely new as con-

trasted with the Old Covenant. The Mosaic record of the fall

(Gen. iii.) evidently points to sin which preceded that of man.

Human sin does not appear as of a primitive character, but as

induced by sin in another quarter. Satan, therefore, presents

himself, but not as yet in the same direct way as subsequently

(Job i. 6-12, ii. 1-7) ; also as a hostile spirit (Zech. iii. 1, 2).

We likewise find destroying angels and demons mentioned as

being the objects of heathen worship (Deut. xxxii. 17 ; Lev. xvii.

7 ; Ps. cvi. 3 7). The general idea of the possibility of a sinful

development of the spirit-world had long existed (Job iv. 18, xv,

1 4). The progress of these ideas is, however, but gradual, because,

before all things, it was requisite to keep the people free from

any danger of idolatry, and devoted to the one God. The nearer

the work of redemption approached maturity, the more necessary

it became that the world of evil should be unveiled ; and this

was the case from the Babylonian captivity down to the time of

Christ, in which latter period darkness itseK came into open

conflict with the light. A similar development of this kind is also

prophesied during the second appearance of the Lord. It is thus

evident how superficial that view is which attributes this progress

of ideas to the influence of foreign nations.

Jesus therefore presupposes the helicf in Satan as a thing long

familiar to His contemporaries, not, indeed, as an erroneous notion,

but as something actually true. In Matt. xiii. 19, 38, and per-

haps also in ch. vi. 13, He calls him d 'irovr}p6<i. This appella-

tion alternates with that of XaTava<; (Mark iv. 15) and Bid^oXo^;

(Luke viii. 12 ; Matt. xiii. 39), also €')(9po<i (the enemy of God)

(Luke x. 19). Of similar signification is the proper name BeeX-

^e^ovX (or rather BeeX^€^ov/3)= dominus stcrcoris, the remodelled

name of the god of the Philistines, which the Jews ascribed to

Satan (Matt. xii. 24, 27; Mark iii. 22; Luke xi. 15, 18 ; Matt.

X. 25). The designation d ap^cov rov Koa-fiou tovtov (John xii.

31, xiv. 30, xvi. 11) is also characteristic; cf the ^ed? tov

al(t)vo<i TOVTOV (2 Cor. iv. 4). The Lord describes Satan as the

originator and the father of human sin,—as a being standing in a

primitive and causative relation to it. Thus most pregnantly,

John viii. 44. In opposition to the Jews, who had so pertina-

ciously decided against Him that they sought to kill Him, He
says that their animosity against Him did not proceed from a
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i'eelmg that His works and teaching were not of a righteous kind,

but because they were in manifest moral antagonism to their God
(ver 40). That God was not their Father, as they said (ver. 42),

else would they love Him (Jesus), for He had proceeded forth

from God, and had come into the world. But so far were they

from loving Him, that they were unable to understand His speech,

and could not endure it (ver. 43). Therefore God was not their

Father; but He woidd tell them, judging by their mode of thought

and action, who their father was. He thus points out to them

to whom they have apostatized, and from whom their apostasy

derives its origin. He then brings forward two elements in the

Sta/3o\o?, that He was a murderer and a liar, and abode not in

the truth, and that consequently now there is no truth in him, he

himself being a liar and the father of lies (it is by no means

implied by this that he was originally wicked, but, on the con-

trary, that the highest created spirit has not the truth absolutely

in himself, but must abide or maintain himself in it ; from which

it plainly follows that he fell away to lies through his own
agency). He has alienated liiinselffwrn the truth which is of God,

and has ojjposed himself to it, and thereby also to life, which is

also of God. He is therefore a propagator of 6avaTo<i, the disso-

lution of life, destruction or death, and this, indeed, from the

beginning

—

air dp^Vf- This beginning does not apply to his life,

but to the commencement of the history of man (cf. Matt. xix. 8).

It is a matter of doubt whether the fall of man or Cain's deed is

here alluded to. Even if, as in 1 John iii. 12, the latter is in-

tended (the Lord doubtless mentioned murder on account of the

murderous plot of the Jews against Him), the deeper sense

applies to the fall of Adam, and the advent of death among the

race of man ; so that the causative connection with human sin is

therein implied. Cain's fratricide was only the immediate con-

tinuation of the first sin, and in him was manifested one element

of Satan's agency, just as in the fall another was exhibited, viz.'

deceit and fraud, which opened the path for sin.

In this causative relation to human sin Satan appears (Matt,

xiii. 19, 38, 39) in the two parables, one as to the fourfold sowing

in the arable field, and the other as to the enemy who sowed tares

among the wheat. In the first, it is Satan who took away the

scattered seed out of the hearts of one section of men, so that

tliijy could not retain the divine word from which the divine life
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was to spring up in them, and consequently could not be saved

;

in the other parable, the tares denote wicked men who persistently

oppose the divine word. Here also, as before, in the explanation,

and not in the parable itself. He refers the moral opposition to

the influence of Satan, who, as the enemy, sowed the tares ; the

latter are the viol roO irovTjpov. Satan's agency extends even to

the ^aa-Ckela rov Geou, for these viol rov irovrjpov exist in such

intimate community of life with the children of the kingdom, that

they cannot be rooted out without endangering the latter also.

It specially, therefore, follows from this, that the causative agency

of Satan in promoting sin exists simultaneously with the operation

of the divine word and the divine plan of salvation. This is a

speaking testimony against the oft-expressed rationalistic view,

that the Lord asserted that satanic agency came to an end with

His appearance. This influence is, however, not invincible. It

can be withstood by moral means, as is evident from Luke xxii.

31 (cf. vers. 32 and 46). Jesus particularly reminds His disciples

that, just at that decisive epoch, at the end of their discipleship,

and looldng forward to His own death, they would be exposed to

specially powerful influence on the part of Satan. He subsequently

declares that this time of temptation is already entered on.

It likewise follows from the teaching of Jesus, that Satan has a

kingdom, a wide-spreading sphere of action,—a kingdom, indeed,

diversified with gradations of ranks and members, in which he

i-ules (Matt. xii. 24-26, 45); he has his angels (Matt. xxv. 41).

As the ruler of this kingdom, he is the ap'^wv rov Koarfiov tovtov,

inasmuch as the world lies in wickedness and under the curse of

sin, by virtue of the universality of the latter. Mankind thus

forms a part of the kingdom of Satan in the fast-entwined com-

plication of sin and corruption. Because the Son entered into

this world in order to release it from this entanglement. He has

to deal as a combatant with Satan and his kingdom ; and the

personal contest is brought before us in the history of the tempta-

tion (Matt. iv.). This history does not, indeed, immediately

belong to the teaching of the Lord, but it is, at all events, in-

directly referred to in His statements. Matt. xvi. 23 is an echo

of this temptation. In John xiv. 30 He alludes to His victory,

and in John vi. 70 to His conflict (cf. Luke xxii. 3, 53). Tlie

whole world of men, banded against Jesus, form a part of the

power of darkness ; but for tliis very reason the prince ot this
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world is judged and condemned by His work (John xvi. 11).

But, notwithstanding this decision, a continuous course of opposi-

tion to the work of Christ pervades the whole realization of

redemption (Matt. xiii. ; Luke xxii.).

Another peculiar element of satanic agency must, however, be

alluded to. Jesus does not go so far as to afford us any instruc-

tion on this subject, but still He so often spoke as to a certain

physical and psychical influence of Satan which to some extent

overstepped the immediately visible, and placed this subject in so

practical a relation to the kingdom of God which He announced,

that it must necessarily be considered as forming a part of His

teaching. It was a well-known fact that, at the time of our

Lord, the Jewish people attributed certain bodily and mental

sufferings to the influence of demons : this was the so-called

2Wsscssion hy devils. The BaifjuovLl^o/xevoc were not those morally

subdued by Satan (as to whom the Lord expresses Himself

quite differently, Luke xxii. 3 ; John xiii. 2), but those who were

suffering both in body and mind (Luke viii. 27), who had a

irvevfia Baifi. aKaddprov (Luke iv. 33, vi. 18). A woman also is

spoken of who had a Trvev/ia aa6eveLa<;, a spirit which caused

the infirmity (Luke xiii. 11, cf. 16). Some of them were called

lunatics (Matt iv. 24, xvii. 15), their malady being supposed to

have some connection with the changes of the moon. The

Evangelist John, who does not relate any healing of demoniacs,

was familiar with the SaifxovLov e-^eiv (cf. vii. 20, viii. 48-52,

X. 20). It is related of Jesus that He healed many possessed

with devils. Sometimes it is told but briefly (Matt. iv. 24

;

Mark i. 34; Matt. viii. 16; Mark i. 39, iii. 11, 12; Luke

vi. 18), sometimes with detailed descriptions and representations

of the facts. We are also told that Jesus communicated to His

disciples the power to cast out devils (Mark iii. 15 ; Luke ix. 1),

and that they henceforth did it (Mark vi. 13; Luke x. 17);

altliough in one case the attempt of the disciples was in vain,

wliereupon the Lord, recognising their unbelief as tlie cause of

their failure, with one word accomplished the cure (cf. Matt. xviL

14-21). On this occasion, and also in several other cases. He
expressly explains Himself on this subject (Matt. xii. 43-45),

comparing the only temporary cure of a demoniac with the mental

indecision ot His contemporaries, who, in spite of the most urgent

calls, maintained as a body the utmost indifference towards the
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Lord, and tlie might of God's impending kingdom. This explana-

tion, in conjunction with the commission and power of healing

conferred on the disciples, renders it perfectly clear how earnestly

the Lord desu-ed that His disciples should believe that these evils

loere to he attributed to Satanic influences. The mode, too, in

which He (and aU Holy Scripture with Him) understands sin,

and defines the relation of Satan and his kingdom to sin, and,

further, the relation of sin to evil, and to the disturbance and

dissolution of life (death in its most diversified sense), completely

correspond with the Lord's teaching as to the connection of these

maladies, partly with sin and evil generally, and partly with

Satan. The physical sufferings which principally showed them-

selves in these men were sometimes spasms and convulsions

(Mark i. 23, 26; Luke iv. 33, 35), especially epilepsy (Matt,

xvii. 14), sometimes dumbness (Luke xi. 14; Matt. ix. 32), or

both dumbness and blindness together (Matt. xii. 22), and some-

times, at least once, paralytic deformity (Luke xiii. 11). In

several cases manifest mental disturbances were combined with

these physical sufferings. In the instance of the man afflicted

with spasms and convulsions there was an interruption of self-

consciousness ; and in the Gadarene demoniac the malady had

generally the appearance of raving insanity (Matt. viii. 28
;

cf. Mark v. 1 ; Luke viii. 26-39). Whether mental disturbances

were combined with the physical malady in other cases is not

evident from the accounts given, although it is probable, because

the declaration of the demoniacal influence may thus be most

readily understood. Both Greeks and Eomans shared these ideas

(epilepsy was the morbus sacer). The statements of Hippocrates

also agree with this, in which he speaks of the connection between

epilepsy and mental aberration as a peculiar species of imbecility.

The very varied kinds of Baifiovc^o/jievoi were thus outwardly

indicated. The Lord, however, everywhere speaks in essentially

the same way as to the invisible cause. Eationahsm seeks to

attribute these utterances to a giving way on the part of Jesus to

prevalent ideas. But any accommodation to erroneous opinions,

any positive yielding to them which would amount to an approval

and confirmation of them, is, in the view of any impartial person,

a tendency very far removed from the character of our Lord, as

manifested in His mode of action. In everything He desired to

point out the path, and not to follow others ; and in every case,

N
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when trutli and falscliood were in question, He was wont to ex-

press Himself frankly, even when most in opposition to the

mightiest among the people,—always, however, with that didactic

wisdom which befitted the Man and the Son of God, but always,

too, with the veracity which put aside everything which favoured

error and falsehood. Although here and there, in the wisdom of

His teaching, He seemed to shun controversy, yet this was always

so done that the error and delusion which were the matters in

question were on His part always fully exposed, although per-

haps at first in an indirect mode. It was very different in respect

to the ideas we are considering. He did nothing to put an end

to the existence of the doctrine derived from the Old Testament

as to Satan, the Satanic kingdom, etc., as e.g. He must necessarily

have done (if it were erroneous) in the case recorded in Matt,

xvii. 14. Against this view not even a single inference which

can stand its ground can be derived from the whole of His

teaching as to God and man, sin and grace. Not only, however,

has He said nothing whatever against these ideas, but, on the

contrary, which, too, is the main point. He has so spoken and

taught, that we must admit them among the body of His teaching,

especially the theory of this physical and psychical influence of

demons. He expressly stated that the casting out of devils was

a conquest of Satan by One stronger than he (Matt, xii, 22 £f.

;

Mark iii. 23 ff.; Luke xi. 21 ff.), and that it was as it were an actual

proof that, with the arrival of this stronger One, the kingdom of God
had come into the kingdom in which the strong one had before

ruled. He speaks similarly (Luke xiii. 10-17) of the loosing of

the bonds of Satan as an action arising from His humane love.

It is evident here, just as in the conferring of the power of healing

on His disciples, that He connects this destruction of Satan's

work with His own work of redemption, and Satan himself, as the

prince of this world, with man's sin and need of redemption.

In this very teaching man's complete need of redemption fully

presents itself. Man can only be set free by the power and

grace of God. The Scriptures do not say that Satan is included

in the sphere of redemption ; on the contrary, the Lord speaks of

an everlading fire prepared for him and his ayyiXoL'i (Matt. xxv.

41). No scheme of redemption for these fallen creatures is any-

where spoken of; but we may perceive an enormous extent of

lon^-suflerance exercised towards them durinjj the whole course
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of man's history. At the last judgment Satan's trial will

come to an end, but it is not anywhere stated that the work of

redemption avails for him. There is, on the contrary, afforded

us, even as regards men, a glance into the abyss of sin, by which

we see that sin may attain to such a pitch that for it there is no

forgiveness either in this or the future alcov. At this point man's

sin is allied to Satan's not merely in its similarity, but in its

essence. This constitutes the lapse into the sin against the Holy

Ghost (Matt. xii. 31, 32).

§ 29. The Subject of Bedemjjtion—Redeeming Poiver.

From the doetrine of the universality oj sin in mankind, we have,

in the first plaee, only the negative result, that redeeming power does

not exist in man. As regards the positive side, we perceive that

the Lord points out God generally, and especially God's love as the

redeeming principle ; but in doing this He always represents

Himself, the Son of God, as the real Redeemer, by whose inter-

position redemption is completed. He refers the redemption to

God generally, first in synoptical passages, especially in parables,

in which redemption is represented as being founded on God,

God's will, and particularly God's pity (Matt, xviii. 12-14).

It is not the will of God that any one should be lost
;
just as a

good shepherd, if but one of his hundred sheep be lost, will not

suffer it to go astray. On the contrary, he makes this lost one

the exclusive object of his care and trouble, the successful result

of which is his greatest joy. Thus it is not the will of the

heavenly Father that one of these little ones should perish : cf.

ver. 10, in reference to the children vers. 1, 2. Likewise in the

parable of the creditor (Matt, xviii. 27 ff.), and in the concluding

sentence of the account of the rich young man (Matt. xix. 26).

In these and several other passages, it is therefore God to whom
the deliverance from the corruption of sin and man's introduction

into the kingdom of God are simply and generally attributed.

But although in these passages the merciful God is represented

as the general principle of redemption, the more definite idea is

not excluded, which presents itself in other utterances, as in the

parables in which Jesus points out His own interposition (cf.

Matt. xxii. 2 ff ; Luke xx. 9-18; Matt. xxv. 1-13, as to the

marriage-feast, the vineyard, and the virgins). So also in the

passages in St. John's Gospel (ch. vi. 38-40, iv. 34), which
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attribute redemption to the will of the Father, but still with

essential reference to the interposition of the Son,—the only-

begotten Son being generally represented as the direct and original

object of the love of the Father, this beatifying love being trans-

mitted from the Son to believers, and diffused among them (John

iii. 16, xiv. 23, xvii. 26, v. 20). In harmony with this is

the heavenly approbation manifested at Jesus' baptism and glori-

fication (Matt. iii. 17, xvii. 5). His teaching as to the will of

the Father being the groundwork of the redemption which is

effected through the Son, follows also from a comparison of the

evBoKia in the above-named passages and in Matt. xi. 26, with

the 6e\7]fxa in ch. xviii. 14.

According to the united statements of the evangelists, Jesus

expressly declares Himself to he the Redeemer, the entire purport of

their narratives affording the proof that He looked upon His

own" person as the centre round which everything moved, and

on wliich everything depended. In the tlu'ee first evangelists, in

whom the idea of God's kingdom prevails, He places His own
person in essential relation to this kingdom ; and, as the nature

of the former is represented as being distinctly stamped by His

miracles, its importance is made evident by the requirement of

faith in Him as the condition of this miraculous help. In John,

where the positive idea of redemption, and particularly that of

the ^WT) prevails, the Lord describes Himself as the Life and the

Giver of it.

The utterances in which Jesus designates Himself as the

]\Iessiah will be further considered in § 30. "VVe will here

mention some passages from the synoptical discourses, in which

the idea of the redemption specially presents itself. Among
these is Matt. ix. 12, 13, in which Jesus says that He was the

physician for the spiritually sick, and that He had come to call

sinners to repentance ; also (Luke xix. 1 ; ]\Iatt. xviii. 1 1
;

Luke v. 32) that He had come to seek and to save that which

was lost. Likewise (Matt. xx. 28) that He had not come to

be ministered unto, but to minister,—indeed, to give His life as

a ransom, as the price for the deliverance of many from sin and

its corruption. He therefore sheds His blood for the remission of

sins, in which is afforded the most important idea of redemption.

In Luke xxiv. 46, 47, He it is in whose name alone repentance

and remission of sins can and nmst be preached to all nations.
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In Matt. xi. 28 He it is who gives comfort and rest to all the

spiritually distressed and miserable, if, indeed, they take upon

them His yoke ; and, inasmuch as He is the Son to whom the

Father has committed everything, no one can know the Father

but he to whom the Son has revealed Him (ver. 27). True

spiritual communion with the Father, comfort and rest to the

soul, are all therefore broucjht about throuci;h the Son, to whom
(Matt, xxviii. 18-20) is given all power in heaven and earth for

the salvation of men. Thus forcibly, in the synoptical discourses,

does Jesus declare that it is He through whom the redemption of

man is effected; and this representation of Himself, and the

proof of it, appear in the synoptical gospels as the aim of the

Lord in His discourses, and as the work which He describes as

committed to Him. The case is the same in the Gospel of St.

John, which contains many pregnant declarations as to the aim

and end of His appearance upon earth, and as to His work.

Thus, in John iii. 16, 17, it is the aim and end of His mission

(on which the entry into the kingdom of God depends) to save

from the corruption of sin, and to communicate the ^corj al(ji)vio<i

through faith in Him. It is through faith in Him that man hath

passed from death unto life. In ch. vi., with respect to the aim

of His appearance. He represents Himself as the bread of life

which had come down from heaven, and as the Giver of eternal

life (ver. 2 7) ; and that, consequently, at the last day, the resurrec-

tion should be given through faith in Him, who had come down
from heaven, and had afforded His flesh and blood for the

salvation and life of the world (ver. 51-58). According U
John viii. 12, He is the Light of the world, which affords

quickening light to all that believe in Him : it is He alone who
can rightly set free from sin (vers. 31—37), through faith in Him
who is without sin (vers. 45, 46). According to ch. x., He is the

good Shepherd who gives true life and the fulness thereof to the

sheep which hear His voice (ver. 10), and for this purpose

voluntarily lays down His life. In ch. xi. He is Himself the

Eesurrection and the Life, and he that believeth on Him is

superior to death (vers. 25, 26). According to ch. xii. 24, 32,

the Son of man, in order to bring lorth much fruit, and to draw

all men to Himself, must fall like a corn of wheat to the earth.

In ch. xiv. 6, He it is through whom alone man cometh to the

Father. He hath overcome the world ; on which account His
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disciples may "be of good cheer (xvi. 3 3) ; and His going away

brings about the sending of the Holy Ghost (xvl 7). He has

the power (xvii. 2, 3, 6) to give eternal life to all men. He
manifests to them God's name, in order that God's love may pass

from Him (the Son) to them, and that they through Him may
obtain a share in His everlasting glory.

From all these expressions, both in the Gospel of St. John and

also in the synoptical discourses, it may be plainly inferred that

it is not merely the 2ntying love of God and the divine counsel in

general which is pointed out by Jesus as the groundwork of the

redemption, but also and especially His own person, in which

dwells the fulness of divine life, and the complete divine power

for the communication of this life to men ; also as being the per-

son through whom redemption is effected, and with whom men
must have communion in faith, in order to have a share of this

redemption, as is shown by the comparison to a vine and its

branches. Salvation proceeds from God, hut it is hound up in the

person of Jesus, through whom it is effected and proffered. Thus

the Old Testament idea of salvation assumes a peculiar shape, to

which, indeed, it already tended in the contents of the Old Testa-

ment, inasmuch as all prophecy points out some personality on

which salvation is to be based. This, then, also was the im-

pression made by the person of Jesus, His teaching, and His

intercourse with men, both on His disciples and all those round

Him. Thus, indeed, they express themselves (John vi. 68, 69
;

cf. Matt. xvi. 16, also Acts iv. 11, 12). We find a similar impres-

sion made on the Samaritans (John iv. 42), and likewise on Mary
and Martha (John xi. 27).

"We must now pass on to the consideration of the several ele-

ments of the teaching as to redeeming power.

§ 30. JJie Suhjcct of Redemption— Tlie Relation of the Redeemer to

the Old Testament Dispensation.

It is so evident that Jesus recognised in His work a relation to

the Old Testament, that it needs no proof. The fact has not,

indeed, been denied, but has been explained from a rationalistic

point of view as an accommodation to circumstances. But the

accounts of the evangelists show that it was done with perfect

earnestness. It was also done, not merely in the presence of

the people and the scribes, but also before His apostles (Matt.
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xxvi. 24, 31 ; Luke xxii. 37, xxiv. 44), indeed, even in prayer

(John xvii. 12). There was in Him a fundamental idea which

pervaded His whole consciousness. He knew that His appearance

was necessarily predicted and prepared for in the Old Testament

;

and therefore in the various predictions, and also in the whole

progress of the Old Testament dispensation of revelation, and the

development of the theocratic people. He found a prophecy as to

His person and work, and a clearing of the way for His appear-

ance. He also recognised a necessity in His life and appearance,

which was based on, and revealed by, this prophecy and pre-

paration.

The main question, therefore, is, how He defined His relation

to the Old Covenant when He testifies as to Himself. This, in

general, appears clearly enough from the main fact, that He de-

clared Himself to he the Messiah; and, connected with this, that

during the period of His teaching He confined His ministry

within the limits of the theocratic people. On this point He
made a forcible declaration in the case of the Canaanitish woman
(Matt. XV. 24; Mark vii. 27). He recognised it as a moral

necessity, so long as He abode upon earth, that He should not

deprive His nation of any part of His ministry ; and finding Him-
self at that moment on the heathen frontier, He desired to make
known to His disciples and others that He did not intend to

transfer His ministry to others, and thus act contrary to His

special Messianic destination. He also distinctly declares Himself

to be the Messiah, by accepting the acknowledgment of His dis-

ciples to this effect. Thus in John i. 3 5 ff., where we are told that

the disciples, one by one, made up tlietr minds about Him; also in

Matt. xvi. 1 3 ff., when, at the conclusion of His first year of teaching,

Peter uttered this confession in the name of all the apostles. He
by no means repelled the salutation of the people when they wel-

comed Him as the Messiah (Matt. xxi. 15, 16). He had, indeed,

called it forth by the prophetico-symbolical form of His entry

into Jerusalem. To the Baptist's disciples He confessed Himself

to be " He that should come " (Matt. xi. 5). To individuals He
expressly declared Himself to be the Messiah (e.g. John iv. 26,

ix. 37, x. 25), and likewise before the highest tribunal in a solemn

emphatic asseveration (]\Iatt. xxvi. 64). He made this claim on

the latter occasion, although He knew that it would bring about

His death. Even if we did not possess all these utterances of
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Jesus, we should have sufficient evidence in the fact, that after

His death His disciples maintained and preached that He was

the Messiah.

It has been a matter of controversy how soon the Lord

announced Himself to be the Messiah (cf. § 12). Strauss says:

" Jesus, having been at first a disciple of the Baptist, after the

imprisonment of the latter only took the same position as the

Baptist in the ]\Iessianic kingdom, although in a more liberal

spirit. It was but gradually that He elevated Himself to the idea

of being Himself the Messiah ; and whenever this notion was ex-

pressed by others, He was terrified to hear others utter what He
Himself scarcely ventured to suppose." Truly this would have

been but a sorry hero to remodel the moral world ! And yet it

is a fact, that a revolution in mankind dates from the appearance

of Jesus. That a person from whom a new era for humanity was

to proceed should be represented as thus timid and wavering, is

an idea which carries with it its own refutation. The exegetical

arguments also do not stand their ground. It is said that in the

Gospel of St. John only the declarations of Christ concerning

Himself, and the opinions of His adherents concerning Him,

maintain their consistency, and that in the synoptical books there

are vacillations and relapses. But even in John, Jesus manifests

Himself sometimes openly and sometimes more reservedly. Only

compare, for example, ch. ii. 4 with the conversation with Nico-

demus (ch. iii.) and the statements in ch. xi. 24 ff. (cf § 12).

On the other hand, the Sermon on the Mount, quite at the com-

mencement of the synoptical accounts, what is it but a wisely

calculated and yet unmistakeable Messianic discourse (cf particu-

larly the emphasis laid on His own person in ch. v. 1 1, vii. 21-24)?

Moreover, His further ministry. His prescriptions to His disciples.

His teaching, and His miracles, are not all these the very things

which He Himself characterized as Messianic (Matt. xi. 5) ? It

is, besides, said that the fact of His gradually growing conscious-

ness may be inferred from His forbidding (even in the synoptical

gospels) the divulging of His name as the Messiah (Mark viii. 3 ;

Matt. xvL 20; Mark ix. 9; Matt. xvii. 9; Luke ix. 21), and

from His appearing to speak of the Messiah as of some other per-

son than Himself (Matt. x. 23, xiii. 37, xvi. 27, ch. xxiv.). But

even in tlie synoptical gospels He never repels any acknowledg-

ment of His Messiahship (Matt. viii. 10-13, ix. 18-26). He is
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also zealous against any attacks on His personal dignity as a

divine ambassador and worker of miracles (Matt. xii. 24-27).

Perhaps, however, He was desirous that He should be recognised

by His works as well as by His direct statements ; and this is a

wish which betrays no vacillation, but is fully justifiable. Every-

where, however. He deals with His claim to the title of the

Messiah with that didactic wisdom which was due to the subject,

and in each particular case acts according to the nature and sus-

ceptibility of those with whom He had to do. He was compelled

to act thus, so as not to impede the successful result of His

testimony as to Himself He was also obliged to modify the

prevailing ideas as to a Messiah, and, in conjunction with this, to

speak of His own person, sometimes openly, sometimes more

reservedly ; but there is, in reality, no shadow of a proof that He
ever spoke of the Messiah as a third person.

As the Messiah and FulfiUer of the new covenant, it is Jesus

in whom the old covenant attains its accomplishment. As such,

He recognises most eminently the divine character of the Old

Testament dispertsation (John iv. 22). Salvation, which is hero

considered as something future, is "of the Jews" through the

revelation afforded them, and has its source-point in that people,

owing to the knowledge of the true God which they possessed.

The divine character of this dispensation is thus acknowledged.

He fixes a limit to this dispensation in John the Baptist (Matt.

xi. 12 ; Luke xyi. 16). He ascribes divine authority to the scrip-

tures of the Old Testament, to which He often appeals ; in virtue

of which authority both belief and obedience are due to them

from men, and through the whole course of the history these

scriptures " must be fulfilled." He speaks of them, using various

terms which were current among the Jews, such as fypa^r) and

rypacftai (John x. 35, v. 39 ; Matt. xxvi. 54), and vo/xo^ (John x. 34).

In other places the Pentateach is understood by tliis latter ex-

pression (Matt. xii. 5) ; or Moses and the projjhets (Luke xvi. 31) ;

or even the law and the prophets (Matt. v. 17, vii. 12, xxii. 40,

cf xi. 13; Luke xvi. 16); or the scriptures of the prophets (Matt.

xxvi. 56 ; Luke xviii. 31, ra 'ye'ypafifieva Bta rwv Trpo^TjTwi^).

The complex of the Old Testament books contains elements of

two kinds,—Moses and the prophets, or the law and prophecy. In

the Sermon on the Mount, He enters into the relation in which He
stood to these two elements of the dispensation (Matt. v. 17-19)
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and ascribes especially to the laiv a divine origin, and there-

fore inviolaUe stcd/ility : not the least of the commandments was

to be set aside (cf, Luke xvi. 1 7). He therefore elsewhere ap-

peals to the divine law of the old covenant (Matt. xv. 3 -6). In

Matt. xxii. 35-40 He distinguishes the two greatest command-

ments,—the love of God, and of your neighbour ; and the ques-

tion as to what must be done to inherit eternal life is referred by

Him to the commandments of the law (Luke x. 26 ff.). He goes

further than this, and interprets the lav^, referring it, as with the

rich young man (Matt. xix. 1 6 ff.), to the innermost grounds of the

heart, and thus showing how He fulfilled it. On the other hand,

the law is also contained in the prophets, especially an inculcation

of its spirit. Hence, in Matt. vii. 12, Jesus brings forward the love

of one's neighbour as the purport not only of the law, but of the

prophets also,—that is, their moral purport. The second element

is prophecy. The Lord says even of Moses that he had written

of Him (John v. 45-47). This prophecy is recognised by Him
as divine, and therefore authentic ; and He lays it down as an

axiom that the Scripture must be fulfilled (Matt. xxvi. 54, xvi.

21 ; Luke xxiv. 46 ; John xiii. 18, xvii. 12). Hence the expres-

sion Set or eSet : it must he done, because only thus can the divine

prediction and ordinance be realized (Luke xxii. 37). The Scrip-

tures cannot be broken (John x. 35), because it is the revelation

of the divine counsel.

In ]\Ioses and the prophets (Matt. v. 18, 19; Luke xvi. 29),

there is, therefore, the absolute rule of life for Israelites and man.

The Lord also appeals to the historical records of the Old Testa-

ment, and thus recognises their authority (Matt. xii. 3, 4, 42
;

Luke iv. 25-27; John iii. 14). But He especially declares that

the Scriptures testify of Him, and must he fidfiled in Him (John

v. 39). Of this kind are all the passages in the synoptical

gospels in wliich He refers prophecies to His own life, or, as a

proof of His ]\Iessiahship, brings forward Messianic features in

prophecy which are realized in His life (j\Iatt. xi. 4 ; cf. Is. xxxv.

5, Ixi. 1).

He expressly lays down His relation to the Old Testament,

—

that it was His personal destination to fulfil the Old Testament dis-

prnsation (Matt. v. 17); as in Matt. xxi. 38, He is the heir of

the vineyard, to whom it will revert. In tliis idea of fulfilment

in Christ's person the two aspects of His relation to the Old
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Testament—the accomplishment of the Old Testament dispen-

sation, and its cessation in its temporal form—are most nneqni-

vocally contained.

In the first place, that through Him the essential purport and

aim of this dispensation must attain accomplishment: in this, the

whole contents of the Scriptures and the institutions of the old

covenant are comprehended. Because He is called to this charge

oi positive fulfilment, He therefore declares so forcibly and decidedly

that the very least of its commandments may not be broken (Matt.

V. 18, 19 ; cf Luke xvi. 17). But He does not imply that every-

thing is to remain just as it is, but that nothing in it is without

its true import and its high-abiding aim ; and in this sense it

remains, in that it is fulfilled. The ifkripwaai must not be limited

to the teaching,—teaching and doing being both implied. The

people must of course attain to a knowledge of the divine will,

but the execution of that will by the Lord's people forms also a

part of the fulfilment.

In this irXrjpwcrai the cessation of the Old Testament dispensa-

tion is also involved, that is, as regards its temporal economy, or

everything in it which was merely preparatory, and only the

means to an end. That this follows from the •jrXrjpioa-ai, is shown

by a multitude of the Lord's utterances both in John and the

synoptical gospels. Among them is that (Matt. xii. 8 ; cf. Mark
ii. 28 ; Luke vi. 5) in which he asserts that the Son of man is

Lord also of the Sabbath. His claim with regard to the Sabbath

must apply to the whole temporal economy of the Old Testament.

Thus, in Matt. xxvi. 28, He declares His blood to be that of a

new covenant, and that His death, in that it brings about the

remission of sins, is the condition of the new covenant between

God and man, which is to take the place of the old covenant con-

cluded on Sinai (cf. Heb. vii. 11, viii. 6-8). That which is re-

corded in Ex. xxiv. 8 was now done with higher potency, and

the prophecy in Jer. xxxi. 31-34 is fulfilled. In announcing the

realization of the new covenant. He also announces the rejection of

the Israclitish people as the national object of theocracy : cf. the

conclusion of the parable of the husbandmen (Matt. xxi. 38, 43,

44; Mark xii. 10; Luke xx. 18). This rejection is the conse-

quence of the denial and slaying of the son and heir of the

theocracy, who was the Lord of God's kingdom now appearing

upon earth, which was no longer to have, like the old covenant, a
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special national groundwork in the Jewish people, but was to be

given to all men, who shall find one common unity in the kingdom

of heaven (Luke xiii. 29; Matt. viii. 11). In conformity with

this, tlie Lord predicts a destruction of the temple (Matt. xxiv. 1 ff.

;

Mark xiii. 1 ff. ; Luke xxi. 5, 6). With this temple the Mosaic

worship, especially as a sacrificial service, was bound up, and with

it the national existence, and particularly Jerusalem, was to be

subverted (Luke xxi. 20). The people were to he seattercd "until

the times of the Gentiles be fulfilled." This is their well-merited

sentence (Luke xxi. 23, 24, xix. 41-44; Matt, xxiv^.^ ^^
The Lord speaks in a like manner in John i^. 21, 23, 24.

On the advent of the true worship, the service of God in Jerusalem

will cease. Tiiis cessation is therefore a progress to the end

desired by God. In John x. 16 Jesus speaks of other sheep

which are not of this fold, and of the future, when there shall be

one flock and one Shepherd. Here, therefore, there is an antici-

pation of the formation of a people and kingdom of God which

are not to be confined to merely national limits. Hitherto the

temple had formed, as a centre, the connecting band for God's

people ; henceforth their point of union was to be in Christ.

The passage, John ii. 19, one of the earliest utterances of the

Lord, at the time of His first Messianic visit to Jerusalem at the

time of the feast, is also of a similar nature.

§ 31. Uce Subject of Redemption— Tlie Person and Circumstances of

the Redeemer.

That portion of the utterances of Jesus which belong to this

subject have been already spoken of when considering the

teaching as to the Son. In this general idea we have only to

distinguish the distinct and direct reference of person and circum-

stances to the work of redemption.

With regard to this point, we must not forget that He never

speaks of the redemption as something apart from Himself, but

always as the very operation of His person, and as standing in

inseparable relation to it, and its circumstances and course of

action. Thus everything in Him, both the divine element of

His nature and His coming from the Father, and also the element

of His human lowliness on earth, and His condescension even to

death, are placed in relation to His work. The simplest and

most general expression for this idea is, that God sent Him for
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the accomplishment of this work, as in the very sending the

divinely human character of His person is implied. That He
possesses the life of the Father, and also gives it ; that the com-

munion of believers with the Father is included in that of the

Father with the Son ; that their future glory is a partaking in

His glory ; that His knowledge of the Father and heavenly things

constitutes the perfection of His teaching ; His death and His

resurrection,—all these facts are but more detailed expressions

of this oneness of His work and His person. Sometimes He
presents more prominently the divine, and sometimes the human,

aspect of His person ; but that they are joint attributes is shown

by the attestations of His eminence, such as the judging in

John V. 2 2 ff., being so emphatically brought into connection with

His humanity.

There are, in the first place, tioo main points which we note,

although the first only occurs in the discourses in John's Gospel,

namely. His piff^-cxistence (cf. § 22) and the divinely human state.

The latter is divided into an earthly and heavenly existence.

Into the former has He come (John xvii. 4, 11). The deep

humiliation of His sufferings and death are clearly brought

forward by Him as special conditions of His life (Matt, xvii.), and

likewise His resurrection. The heavenly condition which was to

follow is sometimes distinctly announced by Jesus as going to the

Father and leing ivith Him (John vi. 6^ xvi. 5), and sometimes

is made known by the promise of His return and His presence

Avith believers. By this latter intimation the reference of this

heavenly condition to the work of salvation is made clear ; as

respects the earthly condition, it is self-evident ; and even of His

pre-existence He has intimated this same relation in His remark-

able words, that Abraham had rejoiced to see His day, and had

seen it and was glad (John viii. 56 ff.). Thus the circumstances

of His person in their various vicissitudes form the ground-

work of His redeeming action.

§32. TJie Suhjcct of Redemption—The Agency of the Ecdccmer in

general, and especially His Life and Teaching on Earth.

Jesus comprehends the whole of His agency on earth as the

accomplishment of a work committed to Him by God (John

xvii. 4, iv. 34), a work that originated in God's will, and is

completed in the divine power,—completed, indeed, by Christ, to
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whom as the Kedeemer it is committed ; not that it is accom-

plished by Him as a work alien to Himself, but as one belonging

to His person, and in which He is w^ell pleased. Neither, on the

other hand, is it on this account alien also to the Father, but

tends to His glorification (John xvii. 4). This one ep^ov, in

which His agency is comprised, must be distinguished from the

epya in the plural, or various works or miracles of Jesus. In

other places He describes His work as a whole by expressions

such as, "that He was sent" (John iii. 16; Matt. xv. 24), or,

"that He had come" (Matt. v. 17, xviii. 11, ix. 13, xx. 28
;

Luke xix. 1 0) ; and of this His work, of His Messianic agency.

His teaching and living on earth form the chief part.

In the first place, His teaching. When the Baptist sent to

ask Jesus whether He were " He that should come," Jesus

brought forward as a sign of His Messianic work various kinds

of miracles ; but, together with these, He mentions as an equally

essential element that the gospel is preached to the irTwypi,

referring to Isa. IxL 1. Jesus likewise considers the revelation of

the Father to be a special work of the Son (Matt. xi. 27

;

cf. Luke X. 22). Therefore the communication of the message of

salvation, and the revelation of the Father, form essential elements

of His Messianic teaching. In the parable of the sower, whose

seed falls in various soils (Luke viii. 5 ; Mark iv. 3 ; Matt. xiii. 3),

He explains that the seed is the word of the kingdom of God
now appearing (Matt. xiii. 19), or the word of God merely (Luke

viii. 11 ; Mark iv. 14). To scatter this seed is essentially the

business of the Son of man. We must, besides, take into con-

sideration the passages in which the Lord attaches a deep impor-

tance to His teaching ; as in Luke viii 21, where those who hear

the word and do it are styled His mother and His brethren ; or

in Matt. x. 24, xxiii. 10, 8, in which He calls Himself the

Master or Teacher of His disciples. He being absolutely the

only master. In John xvii. 6-8, we see that revealing, tliat is,

teaching the name of the Father, entirely and especially forms a

part of Christ's work. His word is a sure and certain testimony

as to earthly and heavenly things (John iii. 11, 12), depending

upon an adequate knowledge of the Father attained to by Him
alone (John vL 45, 46). His word is divine doctrine, and

recognisable as such by him who is willing to do the will of the

Father (John viL 16, 17). Whoever continued in His word



DIV. II. § 32.] AGENCY OF THE REDEEMER IN GENERAL. 207

should know the truth, which sets free from the bondage of sin,

as divine truth which delivers from death (John viii. 32, of. xii.

47, 50). Prophecy also forms a part of the teaching of Christ,

in that it is nothing else but the statement of the divine counsel

of salvation as it was to be realized in the future.

The extent to which the Lord describes His teaching as an

element of His redeeming action is in part made clear by the

vitterances we have just considered. His teaching is a message

of salvation to mankind that needed it (Matt, xl 5 ; Mark i. 15);

it is God's word (John xvii. 6, 8, xiv. 20) communicated to Him
by the Father, in order thereby to bring about eternal life (John

xii. 49) ; it is the word which is the spirit and the life (John

vi. 63), or briefly, is the truth which sets free from sin and death

(John viii. 32, 34—36), and confers a true knowledge both of the

Father and of the Son (John xvii. 6, 8). It has, therefore, the

power of purifying men (John xv. 3), and of communicating

eternal life (John xvii. 3). His words retain an everlasting value,

although heaven and earth may pass away, and are therefore in-

tended to be a common good for all nations (Mark xiii. 10).

Thus the teaching of Jesus is a representation of Himself and

of His consciousness, of that, namely, which was communicated

to Him by the Father, which He Himself perceived and under-

stood (John vi 45, 46), and what He Himself is (xvii. 8). This

representation of Himself is at the same time a representation of

the Father (xvii. 6, xiv. 7-9, xii 45), because the Son is one

with the Father (xiv. 10). As a representation of self, it is also

a communication of Himself, a communication of that which

exists in His consciousness, so that abiding in His word is an

abiding in Him (John xv. 7, xiv. 22). The action of His teach-

ing is therefore unique in its kind : it is not concluded with His

earthly instructions, but is carried on, in the first place, by the

agency of the Holy Ghost, who shall guide into all truth (John

xvi 13). The Spirit carries forward the teaching of Jesus, by
supplying tlie deficiencies which existed owing to the unbelief of

the disciples, and by perfecting the teaching of Jesus out of Jesus

Himself, and not from any alien source (cf. § 24). He also

recognised another continuation of the action of His teaching in

the ministry of His apostles, to whom this Spirit is promised as

the substitute for His presence among them, who also, in virtue

oi their personal intercourse with Him, were to testify of Him
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(John XV. 27), and through whom the gospel was to be brought

to all nations (]\Iatt. xxviii. 20).

But with His loorh is also associated His life, inasmuch as it

was a representation of His entire 'personality in His earthly life

as regarded men, and of its influenoe on them, therefore His

entire course of action, so far as this can be distinguished

from His teaching. All this the Lord considers as belonging

to His work, in the first place, in the passages in which He
represents Himself as the image of His Father (John xii. 45,

xiv. 7-10). Jesus is so much the image of the Father, that

whosoever knows Him knows the Father also. The seeing, opav,

dewpelv, in these passages must not, indeed, be limited to the

mere sight of the person of Jesus ; still less, when He says that

He is to be known in order to know the Father, can we refer

this merely to the effect of His teaching. But we must take the

language as comprehensively as it is intended,—that the know-

ledge of His person (of which, indeed, the outward perception

forms a part, although this is but a feeble commencement of the

knowledge of Him) is, in virtue of the consubstantiality of the

two, likewise a knowledge of the Father.

But in the redeeming action of His life is also included His

whole course of action : He always does the will of the Father

(John viii 29), and therefore no one can convince Him of sin

(viiL 46). This is also proved by the passages in which He
represents His sentiments and w^ay of acting as a model to His

disciples, which they are to imitate and follow (John xiii. 14-17,

34 ; Matt. xvi. 24), principally in His love and His renunciation

of the world (cf Matt. x. 38). The idea of the yoke (Matt. xi. 39)

which His disciples are to take upon themselves, is also of a

similar nature in its teaching and type. His tpya, especially His

miracles (John xv. 24, ix. 3-5), constitute special points in His

redeeming action. Jesus appeals to these miracles as elements

of His Messianic functions, and as vouchers for His dignity.

He therefore declares that, although He had a just claim that

men should believe His word (John xiv. 11), yet if this claim

were resisted. His works were of that nature that on their account

belief could not be refused. In some cases, indeed, in the course

of His teaching. He appears to speak differently as to His

miracles, and points out that it is more worthy to believe in

liiin when no miracles are done by Him, complaining that He
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was only believed in so far as people were as if compelled to

believe by seeing the miracles which He did (John iv. 48). But

the right way of understanding this language may be inferred from

John xiv. 11, that, apart from His miracles, there were adequate

grounds for believing in Him contained in His teaching and

entire personality ; in this, however, there is no intimation that

His miracles, in their nature and aim, were not to be, in fact,

means of exciting and confirming faith in Him. Likewise, in the

accounts in the synoptical gospels, He sometimes forbids the

publication of certain miracles done by Him (as Mark vii. 36) ;

but the reason for this is not that He did not wish His miracles

to be seen by the people, but that in some cases He thought it

desirable, either that His own person should remain unmolested,

or that those healed should be in undisturbed quiet, so as to retain

the impression made upon them. The mu-acles were in general

well fitted, and indeed intended, to bring into view the indivi-

dual distinction of His person. They were the corroboration of

His personality, which was unique in its nature, and of the

relation to the Father which was peculiar to Him. In their

ethical aspect, too, they were proofs of the wisdom and love which

befitted this personality.

He brings forward another peculiar element of His redeeming

action in the voluntary humiliation of His life on earth, which

found its consummation in His death. He regards as specially

worthy of remark in His moral procedure, both His self-denial and

self-sacrifice of the loivcr life in order to attain a higher, and also

His ministering and devoted love to men. In this. His earthly

life is for the most part shown to be a position of lowliness. His

miracles manifesting His exaltation. In one sense this lowly

aspect of His life is represented as a pattern (Matt. xvi. 23-26,

cf 21; John xii. 24, 25; Matt. xx. 26-28; John xv. 12, 13);

but in another and superior sense it is an element of His redeem-

ing action which we are now about to consider.

§ 33. Tlic Subject of Redemption—the Sufferings and Death of the

Redeemer.

It clearly follows from the predictions made by Jesus as to His

sufferings and death, as recorded both in John and the synoptical

books, that He considered His sufferings and death as elements of
His work. In St. John's Gospel the intimations as to His sufferings

o
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and deatli are found in the first period of His public life, and

are continued through the whole course of it. From the com-

mencement onwards these intimations are veiled under typical de-

lineations, as was indeed necessary, for He would otherwise have

anticipated the historical development in an unsuitable way. He
could at first speak of the subject under a veiled form only, the result

of which would be that, by continued reflection and a comparison

with the progressive historical development of His life, His hearers

would be led to the really intended sense of His words. The

disciples, indeed, perceived this after their eyes had been opened

by the whole course of His appearance on earth : cf. John ii. 19, 22,

where, together with His death, the resurrection is also hinted at

in a veiled form. There is also the passage (John iii. 14, 15)

in which we have the figure of the approaching lifting up of the

Son of man, as Moses lifted up the serpent in the wilderness

:

cf cli. viii. 28. The words in John vi. 51 ff. are in somewhat

j)lainer terms, but yet in their whole connection are veiled from

the immediate hearers. The ideas are more openly expressed in

oh. X. 11, 15-18, and also ch. xii. 7, 24. The valedictory dis-

courses as to His departure to the Father immediately follow,

—

that they (His disciples) should see Him no more, and that they

should mourn, but that afterwards they should again see Him,

and He should see them (cf. xiii.-xvii.) ; finally, we have the

account of the sufferings and death.

In the synoptical evangelists, the intimations as to His ap-

proaching death do not commence till later in the history, except

those given in Galilee. The earliest of them, however, is again a

figurative one, which leads us to think that this typical mode of

speaking of the matter is characteristic of the earlier period of His

life. This is the mention of the sign of the prophet Jonah (Matt.

xii. 3 9 f., xvi. 4 ; Luke xi. 29 f.) : altliough in Luke the refer-

ence to the personal fortunes of Jonah is not brought prominently

forward, yet this second element in the type is not excluded, but

is, on the contrary, intimated in the tarat in ver. 30. Next

follow the predictions of His death, which were addressed to the

apostles: (1) Matt. xvi. 21; Mark viii. 31; Luke ix. 22: (2)

Matt. xvii. 22, 23; Mark ix. 31; Luke ix. 44: (3) Matt. xx.

18, 19 ; Mark x. 33 ff. ; Luke xviii. 31-34: (4) Matt. xxvi. 2
;

after which the account of His sufferings commences. The words

are opportunely introduced (Mark xiv. 8 ; cf John xii. 1) wliich
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the Lord spoke to Mary at Betliany. All these predictions of

His death show that He looked upon His death and sufferings as

essentially belonging to the divine work committed to Him, and

to the divine order of His life : cf. § 18. It is, besides, clear, both

from these and also from other passages, to how great an extent

His sufferings and death formed an essential part of His redeeming

action. The utterances of the Lord on the point are, in part, of a

more general purport ; but some of them lead to the special doctrine

of a relation of the death of Christ to the work of redemption.

Even the former, taken in connection with the others, lead us

further than would at first sight appear.

Jesus looked upon His death as, in the first place, constituting

the condition for a hringing forth of much fruit, just as the corn of

wheat must fall into the ground and die ere it can produce much
fruit (John xii. 24). To this He annexes a reflection similar to

that in Matt. xvi. 21, where, with His first prediction of His death

to the disciples. He connects the warning that, without a self-

renunciation and self-surrender of this kind, no one can be a true

disciple. His death is the condition necessary for the production

of much fruit among mankind, and, indeed, in a wide sphere, and

without distinction of nations ; for He says it in reference to " cer-

tain Greeks" (John xii. 20). His death is, too, a necessary condition

of His glorification as the Son of man (ver. 23). He enters with

complete resignation upon the bitterness of this death, which He
duly feels (ver. 27), and on it bases the certainty that the prince

of this world will be overthrown (ver. 31). He, however, will

draw all men unto Him (ver. 32). In other passages, as John x.

15, in the figurative language as to the Good Shepherd, it is not

only said of the latter that He had come in order that His sheep

should have life and sufficiency of pasture, but also that He
gives His life for the sheep which have been committed to His

guidance : He lays down His life in order to deliver them from

death when the wolf spoils, rends, and scatters the sheep (ver.

12). This sacrifice of His life, which as it was consequent on

His vocation as a Good Shepherd in contrast to a hireling (vers.

11, 12), depended on His free will. But Jesus' surrender of His

life was also so bound up in the will of God, that God loves

Him on account of tliis willing readiness to lay down His life

(ver. 17) ; but with this surrender of His life is to be joined tlie

takiii!:^ it again. He thus considers the sacrifice of His life as a
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death not only for the advantage generally oj His peoyle, hit also

in the place of His peojjle, inasmuch as, through His death, His

people are to be saved from death and perdition. Finally, in

Matt. XX. 28, He considers the life to be surrendered by Him, in

self-sacrificing, ministering love as a Xvrpov, a ransom for many

:

cf. 1 Tim. ii. 6 ; 1 Pet. i. 18, 19 ; Heb. ix. 12. This naturally

calls to mind the passage (Matt. xvi. 26) in which the question

is asked as to what a man will give to win again the soul which

is under sentence for guilt. That which man does not possess is

given by Christ, who is come to serve him by giving His life in

man's behalf. He therefore says, after His resurrection (Luke

xxiv. 26, 27), "Ought not Clirist to have suffered these things

and to enter into His glory?" His sufferings and resurrection are

made (Luke xxiv. 46, 47) the necessary condition, according to

the divine ordinance, for fjierdvoia and a^ea-iq afxapTioiv being

preached to the world. The death of Christ is therefore the con-

dition for the remission of sins, and its 'preaching among all nations;

and the ransom is the life of Christ offered up for many, who
through sin and guilt have become subject to the divine justice,

whose souls, therefore, are answerable to God and to His punish-

ment. This is more closely defined in particular passages, the

death of Christ being sometimes described ohjectively as a giving

aicay of Christ to God for men, and sometimes as a communication

of His sacrifieially offered life for the subjective appropriation of

men. In the former case it is more of a propitiatory, in the latter,

of a redeeming character.

Among the utterances which represent His death in the propi-

tiatory aspect, the chief statements in the synoptical books are the

words used at the institution of the Lord's Supper. They are found

in all three evangelists ; and the relation of the death of Christ to

the work of salvation is specially stated in them. For this very

lelation is intended to be represented by the Lord's Supper. The

words used at this institution are divided into two parts : first, with

respect to the bread and the body of Christ ; and next, as to the

wine and the blood of Christ. For the first, cf. Matt. xxvi. 26
;

Mark xiv. 22 ; Luke xxii. 19. The two first evangelists only

say, toOto €<ttl to cwfic fiov ; Luke adds, to virep vfiSiv hiZo-

fievov ; and Paul's account, wliich agrees most with that of Luke,

gives (1 Cor. xi.) xXiofievov, the body which in His death was

given and broken for His disciples,—an idea which is identical
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with the sense of the general utterances of the Lord as to His

death, that it was for the salvation of men (the BtS6/j,6vov and

KXcofievov are not to be referred to the bread, or, at least, not to

the bread alone, but to Jesus' body ; but yet there is also con-

veyed an allusion to the breaking and division of the bread, by

which His body is represented). In the second portion of the

words of institution, there are certain special references. The

Lord designates His blood (1) as " the blood of the new testa-

ment " (2) in Matthew and Mark, as " shed for many ;" in Luke,
" for you ;" and in Matthew is added, " for the remission of sins."

In the words in ]\Iatthew and Mark, rovro lariv to alixa, ro

rri<i Kaivr}<i Sia6t]K7]<;, reference is made to the blood of the old

covenant which was established with Moses and the people of

Israel, and was consecrated by the sacrificial blood (Ex. xxiv. 8
;

Heb. ix. 20), The Uoocl of the covenant is the blood by which the

covenant (here, therefore, the nev) covenant) is formally concluded

and consecrated. The more exact meaning must be inferred from

the idea of the new covenant. This had been already spoken of in

the Old Testament, in Jer. xxxi. 3 1 ff., a passage which is referred

to in Heb. viii. 8—12 and x. 16—18. From these passages the new
covenant is to be thus constituted : (1) that the law of God is to

be stamped on man's heart, instead of the Mosaical law, which had

always been an external matter for them, which did not essen-

tially and completely pervade their minds
; (2) that God should

forgive them all their sins ; not merely this or that individual sin,

but all their sins, perfectly. There is therefore understood by

this a covenant of more complete alliance and forgiveness, and this

is to be concluded and consecrated by the death of Jesus Christ,

and in virtue thereof.

In Matthew and Mark, it follows, next, that the blood of Jesus

Christ was shed for many (in Matthew it is added, "for the re-

mission of sins ")

—

Trepl ttoWwv, for the sake of many. In Mark,

however, there is another reading, vTrep ; but even then, if inter-

preted according to the Trepi, it would be in behalf of many.^ So

also in Luke xxii. 20, virep vp,cov iK)(yv6/j.€vov ; only this is said

of the TTOTTjpLov, which perfectly agrees with the reference to the

al/xa in the other synoptical books. But this can only be affirmed

^ This different reading, vTrip, is found also in St. Matthew, Cod. Bezse ; and

should, without doubt, take the place of the Tepl of the textus receptus in St.

Mark, where some MSS. and ver^iions add tig a<piat:> ecfictpnav uv-ruv.—Tr.
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of the iroryjpiov or its contents so far as the latter is considered a

sign of the al/xa. The blood is shed for the sake of many. This

calls to mind the sacrificial blood which was shed in the consecra-

tion of the Mosaical covenant, and sprinkled over the people.

This blood has a reference to the forgiveness of sins, as Matthew

expressly states, although this reference, even without this express

statement, would hold good. For the Mosaic sacrifice was offered

for many, as atoning for the sins of many ; and so must the blood

of Christ be looked upon here as the hlood of a sacrifice atoning

for the sins of many. Endeavour has indeed been made to lay

a stress upon the idea, that it was a ratifying and not a sacrificial

offering. But when a covenant is completed between God and

man, the matter in question must be the reconciliation of God
w^ith man, who is alienated from God by sin, and, especially in a

biblical view, guilty in His sight. The new covenant, as shown

above, especially includes this complete forgiveness. If, now, this

new covenant is brought about by the blood of Christ, who gave

Himself up to death for us, then in the death of Christ is also

involved the bringing about of the forgiveness of sins. This is the

exposition of the nature and aim of the shedding of Christ's blood

which best corresponds to the whole context. Thus, in these words

of institution, so far as they relate to the blood of Christ, the death

of Jesus is represented as the rceoneiliation of men with God, and

as thus "bringing about the forgiveness of sins; and this is con-

nected with the view of the Old Testament as to the atoning

sacrifice and the shedding of blood thereto belonging, of M-hich it

is said in Lev. xvii., " The life of the flesh is in the blood, which I

have given to you for an atonement."

In the Gospel of St. John we have first to consider the two

utterances of Jesus, which were given, one at the beginning, and

one at the end, of His ministry (John iii. 14, 15, xvii. 19). The

first, being given so early in His ministry, is veiled under a figure.

After the Lord had converted Nicodemus into a willing hearer,

and thus found opportunity. He begins to give tlie latter some

intimations as to His person and His work, and the aim of His

mission (John iii. 1 1 ff.). In the first place, to the effect that He was

to be believed as one that bore witness of what He had seen ; as

one that had come down from licaven ; who in the midst of earthly

things was still heavenly. He then adds, tliat " as Moses lifted

up the serpent in the wilderness, even so must the Son of man
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be lifted up" (ver. 14). Here, too, He avails Himself of an

analogy derived from the old covenant, in order to express some-

thing about Himself and His death ; and by this simile the

matter is more veiled than the allusion, in the introductory words

to the Lord's Supper, to the old covenant consecrated with blood.

But there are preponderating arguments for the idea that the

Lord spoke here of His own death. This reference has, indeed,

been entirely denied ; but the analogy afforded by two other

utterances of the Lord and the purport of the present passage

itself are opposed to this view. In two passages the Lord de-

scribes the v-^ovv TQV vlbv rov ovdp. as something which should

happen to Him in the future ; and in these we cannot (as is

desired) attribute to the words the signification and recognition of

spiritual exaltation (John xii. 32, viii. 28). Jesus probably used

the Aramaic word fjpr, to hang up, as a kind of execution (cf. Esth.

vii. 10, ix. 13), equivalent to crucifixion. But even if He used

another verb (as in Num. xxi. 8, 9, Drbj; D''b'), still the explana-

tion is preferable which does not exclude the reference to the

death of Jesus. Apart, however, from these parallel passages, the

purport of the utterance itself leads us to the same conclusion.

The " lifting up " of Jesus is comj)ared to that of the serpent in

the wilderness ; but this latter elevation could not have been

intended to bring about a recognition of its eminence, but, on the

contrary, to point to the conquered and annihilated state either of

the serpent or of its effects,—to express that the spiritual serpent

is rendered harmless, and as if put away. In the crucifixion,

Jesus is the figure of crucified, and thus destroyed sin ; but by sin

and, as implied in the type of the serpent, its first originator

being thus destroyed, He in whom this takes place is represented

as the conqueror, and truly as He who is lifted up.

In the second utterance of the Lord which we have to consider

(John xvii. 19), is contained, in the first place, a prayer for His

immediate disciples ; for His future disciples are not the subjects

of intercession until ver, 20. The Lord had prayed that the

Father should not take them out of the world, but would

preserve them from the evil, and sanctify them through the

truth,
—

" Thy word is truth." He then adds, that He sanctifies

Himself for their sakes, that they also might be sanctified through

the truth. This His a'^idtiELv is the provisional condition for their

sanctification through the truth in ver. 19 ; therefore it must
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refer back to the same word in ver. 17, for He adopts it into His

prayer only as the condition for the essential sanctitication of the

disciples. Now these words cannot mean that He had sanctified

and consecrated Himself as their predecessor, or for His Messianic

office. In this case the verb must have been in the aorist or

perfect. In vers. 4, 6, He thus speaks of what He had already

done ; indeed, He now considers Himself as no longer being in

the world, so much does He count Himself at the end of His

life, being on the point of going out to meet His death. The

present tense points to that which alone remained for Him
to do, that is, to His death. The ajid^etv in ver. 19 must

therefore refer to His death as a moral action on His part, done

in obedience to the Father, and in love to His people. 'Ayid^eiv,

in Matt, xxiii. 17, 19, is to dedicate to God. This verb is also

used for that which God does in Him (John x. 36): God has

sanctified Him and sent Him into the world ; He is therefore

also the dyid^wv (Heb. ii. 11) by whom His people become

dyia^ofievoi. It therefore means : (1.) To dedicate as an offering,

for a gift to God (Lev. xxii. 2, 3 ; cf. Deut. xv. 19). Thence

it is said of an offering acceptable to God, " that it is sanctified
"

(Rom. XV. 1 6). Paul figuratively describes the converted Gentiles

as an offering dedicated to God. (2.) To clear from sin, to atone

for and sanctify (Ex. xxix. 36) both the altar and men (Ezek.

xliv. 19). Therefore this word occurs in the LXX. (Ex. xxix.

36) for "133
; and for the Christian community (Eph. v. 26),

that Christ might sanctify and cleanse it ; also for Christians

as dyia^ofievoi (Heb. ii. 11, x. 10; Acts xx. 32; 1 Cor. i 2).

According to this, the signification in the passage we are con-

sidering may be held to be, I sanctify myself for them,—that is,

I dedicate myself to God as an offering for them, so that they by
tliis offering may be reconciled with God, and themselves also

sanctified, which can indeed be done by means of the divine

word only (ver. 17). As the effect of the self-surrender of

Christ the Son as an offering to the Father for His own people,

they will be essentially sanctified in truth, not only because this

self-surrender is the means for the communication of the Holy

Spirit, but also, in harmony with the teaching of the New
Testament generally, according to which all sanctification is con-

ditionary on the atonement, through the forgiveness of sins and

justification: cf. 1 Peter il 24. Thus this passage in St. Johu
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leads us back again to the introductory words to the Lord's

Supper, only that here the essential sanctification of believers

is expressly connected with the self-devotion of Christ as an

offering (cf. 1 John ii. 2, iv. 10 ; Eom. viii, 12 ; Eph. v. 1).

Thus these two passages set forth the two main points, the

subjection of sin and the consecration to God, as the results of

the death of Jesus ; they are, too, in essential harmony with tlie

synoptical passages.

All the passages we have hitherto considered have exhibited

the death of Christ in its atoning aspect as regards God and

man. There are, however, in St. John, some utterances peculiar to

him, in which (an idea only implied in the previous texts) His

life offered up in His death is represented as being communicated

to men for their suhjcctive appropriation. It is thus in John vi.

51-58, In reference to the feeding of five thousand people with

five loaves, which had taken place the previous day, the Lord

had called Hmiself the bread which had come down from heaven,

and would give life to the world. He then, towards the end of

His discourse, enters specially upon the subject (vers. 51-58), by

saying that the bread which He would give them was His flesh,

which He would give for the life of the world. When His

Jewish hearers, striving among themselves, asked how this man
could give them His flesh to eat ? the Lord continued, by saying

that His flesh and blood were indeed meat and drink (ver. 55),

and that whosoever eateth and drinketh them hath eternal life,

and should be raised up at the last day,—that he dwelleth in

Christ, and Christ in him. The question is as to the reference

implied in the word aap^. On this point the first thing to be

considered i.s, that the usage of the language per se permits the

direct reference to death ; for, when the linguistic use of the word

aap^ is appealed to as denoting the bodily life as in a living

state, it is forgotten that, although crap^ denotes the life, it is the

earthly mortal life (cf. 2 Cor. iv. 11). Thus the apostles often

mention the aap^ of Jesus when His death is in question (Eph.

ii. 14, 15; Col. i. 20, 21 ; 1 Peter iii. 18). It depends, how-

ever, also on this point whether, in the passage John vi. 51, the

words i)v iyoD Sdocro) are genuine. If so, this is also in favour of

the direct reference to the death of Jesus (Luke xxii. 1 9 ; Gal.

i. 4, ii. 20). The omission of these words has the advantage, in

opposition to the EecciHa, as the most ancient Codices B, D, etc.,
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the Itala, and Origen, do not give them. Notwithstanding this,

the fulJer reading is very ancient; Origen, in some other pas-

sages, and Clement giving it. It may be said, too, in its favour,

that the words, on account of the repetition, might readily be

omitted in copying or citation. On the other hand, the shorter

reading is the lectio difficilior, and the fuller one has more of the

nature of a gloss. Thus Lachmann also has left it out of the

text. In this shorter redaction, of course, we lose an argument

in favour of the reference of this verse to the death of Jesus.

But, apart from the fact that the propriety of the omission is not

yet proved, the other words still remain, and are in a high degree

favourable to this reference. In the second place, we have to look

to the connection first with what follows, and then with what

precedes. The former is appealed to against our view. It is said

that in verse 53 the Lord entirely drops the idea of death ; that

the formuliie in vers. 53 and 56 have a symbolical meaning,

which is distinctly explained in ver. 56 as the community of

being with the living Eedeemer ; indeed, that if the Lord was

speaking here as to His death, it would amount to a summons to

the Jews to kill Him, which would be a most manifest incon-

sistency. But these opinions are very rashly given. Jesus does

not summon them to kill Him, or else He must have said that

His earthly life was to be resolved into flesh and blood ; but He
only requires that His flesh and blood should be partaken of, and

be made use of, and that He Himself should be appropriated

when He had at some future time entered upon death. Even
if Me allow that ver. 53 f. has a symbolical reference, it does not

follow, from the above-named reasons, that this may not apply to

the death of Jesus ; for else He would never have been able to

speak of His death before unbelievers, and least of all before His

enemies, without its being a summons to them to kill Him. On
the contrary, after, in ver. 51, He had said that He would give

them His flesh. He goes on to explain this by the words that His

flesh must be eaten, and His blood must be drunk ; thus, by an

intimation of the violent shedding of His blood in death, giving

an answer to the question (ver. 52) in what way He could give

His flesh to be eaten. For He so separates the flesh and the

blood, that we must distinguish these expressions from the other

usage of the language in which the two words are combined in

one expression to designate the living personality. He speaks,
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therefore, clearly of flesli and blood as of a resolved unity, and

consequently of life given up to death. This is in no way
altered by ver. 57, in which, concluding His development of the

subject, He reverts to the starting-point as given in the first half

of ver. 51,—the second half of ver. 51 and vers. 53-56 giving

the special development which is included in the general expres-

sion. We now come to the connection of our passage with the

matter which precedes it. The Jews, who demanded of Jesus

some outward sign, after the manner of Moses, in order that they

might believe in Him (vers. 30, 31), are told by the Lord that

Moses did not give the true bread from heaven, but that it was

His Father who gives it to them ; and when they showed them-

selves desirous of obtaining it. He adds, that He was this bread

(vers. 32-35) ; that He gives the life which overcomes death, and

that by this effect His life was distinguished from the Mosaic

bread from heaven. Now comes the question. Is the death of

Christ plainly intended as the intrumental cause of this, and how
far is it intended ? Is the general idea to be thus expressed :

My life given up to death must be spiritually appropriated by
man, in order that he may be spiritually nourished thereby ? or

does the Lord desu^e to say more ? Did He take the pains to

deliver a discourse, occasioning so much misunderstanding, solely

to express the above-named simple idea ? This must seem

strange, as the misunderstanding might have been so easily

avoided, if, in passing on to His life-giving death, He had

omitted the figure of eating and drinking. The idea would

be retained that His death was something which man must

appropriate to himself, wliich was proffered to him in faith

in order to nourish his spiritual life. The choice of a figure

so especially likely to give offence to the Israelites is, however,

completely explained if He had some more widely extending

aim,—if, in fact. He desired to intimate not only that His life,

when given up to death, would be spiritually communicated as

a glorifying principle, but also as a divinely incarnate power,

which would quicken and glorify corporeally as well as spiritu-

ally. With this ver. 55 is also quite in harmony. But this

one verse is not sufficient to prove this explanation as the only

necessary one. Both views, therefore, remain exegetically pos-

sible. Connected with this is the question as to the reference

to the Lord's Supper. It cannot^, however, be said that this
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chapter plainly and directly treats of this, as, even apart from it,

it conveys a truth
;
yet it is to be supposed that the two are in

relation, and that the Lord may have spoken these words with

an anticipatory reference to the Lord's Supper which was to be

instituted by Him. The signification of the body and blood of

Christ in the Lord's Supper can, indeed, be never brought to any

conclusion by purely exegetical means, but by dogmatical refer-

ence to the whole doctrine of the person and work of Christ

;

and, besides this, the passages recording the institution must be

taken in connection with everything else on the point which is

contained in the Kew Testament. As regards the passage we are

considering, this much is established,—that the death of Christ is

spoken of by Him under the aspect of a sacrificial death, and

that John xvii. 19 can be satisfactorily explained in this way
only. The sacrifice was, in the Old Testament, a thing offered

to God ; but, through this offering, it was also a dedicated object

to be communicated to men who had a share in the sacrifice.

The sacrificial idea in these two aspects was completed in the

death of Christ. Christ, being dedicated as a sacrifice, is also

that which is communicated to men as meat and drink, by which

they may be nourished and quickened.

§ 34. Tlie Subject of Redemption— Tlic Agency of the Redeemer

in His SupcrnatiLral Fosition—Conclusion.

In the synoptical discourses, the Lord speaks of a 2^C7yetual

presence with His people as of something which is efficacious and

beneficial (Matt, xviii. 20, xxviii 20); for which reason the

unanimous prayer of those who are assembled in His name shall

not fail in being granted (Matt, xviii. 19) ; and this is a result of

the fact that to Him all power is given both in heaven and earth.

But this pei'petual presence does not exclude a coming of the Lord,

a new form of His presence and agency on earth. Therefore He
speaks of a coming of this kind, or a coming again in His super-

natural condition, as being a peculiar manifestation to mankind,

a coming in His kingdom (cf. § 22). There are, accordingly,

manifold kinds of the agency of the supernatural Christ upon

earth, following the course of development of His kingdom. In

Matt, xvi 27, 28, He refers to the above-mentioned special

coming ; in this, there is a definition of the time : There be some

which shall not taste of death. This is His return as Lord and
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King of His kingdom on earth, in the clouds of heaven for judg-

ment. The former class of these utterances are explained more

in detail in the Gospel of St. John, the others in connection with

the teaching as to the kingdom of God.

In the far&ioell discourses in St. John it is clearly and pro-

minently set forth, that Jesus' going away to His Father, and

His glorification with Him, is the foundation of a peculiar agency.

This is described generally by Him as advantageous to His dis-

ciples (John xvi. 7, xiv. 12, t>^, xii. 32), in order to free them

from sorrow, and to induce them to be joyful (although in ch. xii

32 it is mentioned in connection with the lifting up upon the

cross). He therefore attributes to Himself a peculiar action in

a supernatural state in the following respects : (1.) As intercessor

with the Father for His disciples (ch. xiv. 16). Thus He, in His

glorified state, brings about the gracious action of the Father for

the benefit of men, so that the Father does everything for the

sake of the Son (ch. xvi. 23, 24). The sending of the Spirit

especially forms a part of this intercession. On the other hand.

He says that they have no need of this intercession (ch. xvi, 26,

2 7) ; that they will themselves pray, because they love God,—not

absolutely, but only in Christ. By virtue of His calling faith into

existence, there already exists a fellowship of believers with God

;

but this does not exclude an intercession on the part of Christ

with a view to the communication of the Spirit, and a continu-

ance of His interposition generally. The Father fulfils the prayers

made by Christ's people in His name (ch. xvi. 23, 24), and it is

done for the sake of Christ. The "I will" in ch. xvii. 24 is not

merely the will exercised on earth, but the continuous will for

the welfare and redemption of His people which procures the

action of the Father in behalf of believers. (2.) Christ, however,

does more than act as a mediator : He, Himself, when glorified,

operates for the ivclfare of men, at the termination as well as during

the course of His earthly life. He draws all men unto Him
(John xii. 32), so that there should be one fold and one Shepherd

(x. 16). He goes into this subject more in detail in His farewell

discourses in and after the Last Supper, before He was taken

prisoner, in which He insists that the parting which was then

impending was no separation, and that His disciples will remain

in communion with Him. He then points out, as a result follow-

ing from His going away, that He Himself wlQ send them the
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Spirit. Before, He had said that He would pray the Father for

this; now, He says that He will Himself send Him (ch. xv. 26,

xvi. 7). He will care for their welfare by fulfilling the prayers

which are made to God in His name (ch. xiv. 13 f.) : He Himself

will do what they ask These two things are, however, not to be

looked upon as the agency of Christ operating at a distance ; on

the contrary, they are connected with His being present on the

earth, and for this very reason they form a coining to His people

(ch. xiv. 18): "I will not leave you comfortless ; I will come to

you." Although to the world I may be invisible, yet ye shall see

me : for I live, although I am away from you ; and, in virtue of

this higher life, ye shall see me divinely present. These discourses

point to the spiritual coming of Christ as the main point ; but at

the same time a reference to the appearance of the risen Christ

is not excluded. It is involved in this coming of Christ that He
and the communion with Him would be then first rightly mani-

fested (ch xvi. 16-19, xiv. 19-21) : indeed, by His so coming

and manifesting Himself spiritually. He, in virtue of His oneness

with the Father, thus deals with His abiding with His people

(ch. xiv. 23) ; but only with those who love Him and keep His

words.

But the supernatural action of Jesus is not confined to bene-

ficial operations proceeding from Him within alcov ovto^ : He also

ascribes to Himself in His glorified state another beneficial work,

—namely, the rcsm-rection of the dead (in distinction from the

communication of true life, tforj alwvio^), and, indeed, iv ia^aT-rj

rjfiepa (John v. 28, vi. 39, 40, 44, 54). It is limited as such to

the faithful, in distinction from whom the ^aOXa irpd^avTe'; have

the avd(TTaai<; Kpiaeaxi, which is likewise His action, all judgment

being committed to Him (ch. v. 22). As an agency of Christ

lor the completion of salvation is herein supposed, it is described

as a coming, a rciurn of Christ, iraXiv ep^ofj^at (John xiv. 3) :^ "I

will receive you unto myself," which, according to xvii. 24 and

xii. 32, is to be distinguished from the coming to His disciples,

which we have already considered. This coming to receive His

l)cople into the heavenly glory is also understood in ch. xxi. 22

(cf. 1 John ii. 28, iv. 17). This completion of salvation is

effected by Jesus, not merely as a matter extraneous to Himself,

but in tliat He, wlio has life in Himself, is the resurrection and
* Tlic term z-xp'jvaiu does not occur in Juliu's Gospel.—Ti;.
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the life,—that is, is the principle of all lite, even of that which

overcomes death ; and the full beatification of His people is conse-

quently nothing but the full reception into His essence.

We must remark, that Jesus has not expressly represented His

work under the type cf the threefold office ; but as in certain utter-

ances He has applied to Himself the designation of prophet or king,

and has indirectly described Himself as one who offered Himself

in a priestly way. He has thus in His discourses implanted tlie

fruitful germ for the further development of this doctrine.

As far as the people were concerned, the name of a j9?'0j;Ac'^

might be the more readily applied to Himself by Jesus, since the

nature of His ministry during His public career presented a

similarity to the Old Testament prophetical functions, to an ex-

tent which was surprising to the people themselves (cf, § 15).

Thus the people themselves called Him a prophet (Matt. xi. 11
;

Luke vii. 16 ; John vi. 14, iv. 19), the idea of the Messiah being

included in that of a prophet. We nevertheless find that Jesus did

not usually apply this name to Himself, because He was unwiUiug

to give an opportunity for placing Him on a like footing with the

Old Testament prophets ; indeed. He said of John that he was

more than a prophet, because he did not predict the appearance

of the Messiah as something future, but preached it as that which

had already taken place (Matt. xi. 9). Thus, as regards Himself,

He must even more have had the idea that He was not so much
a prophet as the fulfiller of prophecy, as He who had come to

fulfil both the law and the prophets (Matt. v. 1 7), and came into

the vineyard, not as the servant of the lord, but as the heir of the

whole theocratical preparation. We have, however, an expression

in which Jesus classes Himself in general among the prophets.

We must, nevertheless, allow that the words have somewhat of a

proverbial character, and might possibly be used in a case where,

strictly speaking, a prophet was not in question (Matt. xiii. 57
;

Mark vi. 4 ; Luke iv, 24). We see, however, from Luke iv, 25,

26, that Jesus in this passage compares Himself to the ancient

prophets, and hence even His disciples acknowledged Him as

such (Luke xxiv, 19). The substance of the enunciation of the

prophetical office is implied in His whole teaching in connection

with His miracles and predictions, and His typical life. He con-

tinues this office in His exalted state by means of the Spirit

whom He sends (John xiv. 26). So far as the Lord made known
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in God's name the divine will as the willing of salvation,, and

executed it in God's good time, and in contormity with His

arrangement, He was a prophet ; but so far as He completes the

whole work of salvation, as He who was determined to be the

real bringer about of it, He is, indeed, far above all prophesying.

The case is the same with the priesthood. Jesus nowhere calls

Himself a priest ; but, in the sense in which He is called a high

priest in Heb. iL 1 7, iv. 1 4, He represents His ministry, especially

His sufferings and death, as expiatory,—this being implied in John

xvii. 19. In this He is at the same time both priest and sacrifice
;

and His priesthood culminates as the priesthood of Him who
offers Himself as the holy and sinless One, as the gift altogether

well-pleasing to the Father, and thus sanctifies Himself for His

people, so that they may be sanctified in the truth. The same

thing is implied in Matt. xx. 28. His life is ?i\vrpov, as it also

was an atoning sacrifice for the sinner, in which the general idea

of substitution is conveyed, although not the specifically juridical

idea. The introductory words to the Lord's Supper (Matt. xxvi.

28) also belong to this idea of the priesthood, inasmuch as the

blood shed for the forgiveness of sins bears a reference to the

shedding of blood in the sacrifice.

The idea and title of Icing is, on the other hand, expressly ap-

plied to Himself by Jesus. It is quite openly conveyed in the

parabolic representation of His judicial hingly action as the

Messiah (Matt. xxv. 34). He also directly names Himself a king

in answer to Pilate's question (John xviii. 37), and as the accused,

in the midst of His deepest humiliation, reveals His kingly emi-

nence,—certainly, tliough, as a king whose kingdom is not of earth

but of heaven. With this, too, must be classed all that He does

in founding, maintaining, and guiding a community, to which the

promise is given tliat the gates of hell shall not prevail against

it: the choice of His disciples (John xv. 16, 19, vi. 70), the

infinite power of drawing men unto Him which He exercises, and

the dispositions for His Church (John xv. 12 ; Matt. x. 5 ff., xviiL

15-20, xxviii. 19, 20).

The teaching of Jesus, therefore, contains the germ of the later

doctrine of the threefold office, the root of which is found in the

Old Testament.
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§ 35. Tlic Teaching as to the Operation of Rccleeming Power—In

general.

It was to be expected that Jesus would describe His redeeming

action under tico different aspeets, the operation, even during His

life, being a twofold one ; hence He contrasts the two (John iii.

16-19). Here, indeed, it is expressly said that He had not come

to judge the world ; but, as some men loved darkness rather than

light, and proved it to Him effectively by their moral actions, He
it is who must judge them. Justice must be done on sin ; and

tliis takes place either through a sentence of condemnation on the

individual ; or, by the latter resigning himself to redemption, sin

is judged, and, its liability to punishment being recognised by
him, is thrust out. This judgment is sometimes considered by

Jesus as a future matter, sometimes (especially in John) more as

belonging to the present time ; but the idea is not excluded, that

the judgment now commencing may be concluded at a future time

(John V. 29 ; cf. Mark xvi. 16; Matt. xxv. 31, 32, 46). In

John xii. 31, xvi. 11, it is declared that the prince of this world

—

ap')(wv Tov KocTfjLov TovTov—shall be judged and cast out. The

judgment on the world is, in fact, constituted by Satan (its chief in

its separation from God) being driven out by power from his

position as a/j^coi'. In ch. xii. 31 this is, indeed, described as a

matter belonging to the present time, but so described that it is not

spoken of as taking place at that very moment, but as an event

to be expected. Thus, towards the end of His farewell discourse

(John xvi. 11), the Lord says that when the Comforter is come.

He will judge the. world, Trepl a/xapTM'?, SiKaLoavvrj'i, and KpLcreco<j,

—the latter, because the prince of this world is judged. The fact,

in the first place, depends on the life, death, resurrection, and

glorification of Christ.

In these events is involved the judgment which befalls Satan

;

and, according to John xiv. 30, it befalls him exactly so far as he

has nothing in Jesus, the Son of God and Saviour of the world.

Although Jesus had entered into the sinful world and had lived

tlie life of man, yet in the final catastrophe of His life all claim

on Him is cut off. In this victory the world is likewise over-

come, so that the disciples can no longer fear it (John xvi. 33).

Through this judgment, however, the world and its prince are

excluded from all communion with Christ, and the separation

P
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expressed in Jolin iii. 18, 19, is fulfilled, which is of course not

completely carried out untU the coming judgment, but yet only

under the condition of its successive realization in the course of

the world's development. These utterances in St. John's Gospel

must be compared with Luke x. 18, 19: in this passage is shown

the judgment which will come upon this enemy. It is a victory

over him, but is based upon a moral and judicial relation (cf.

Matt. xii. 28, 29). The kingdom of God is that which subdues

the power of the wicked, in Satan and in all those who persist in

sin. The destruction of those wonderful operations of Satanic

agency among men, wliich are so much spoken of in the Synoptists,

forms an especial effect of this victory.

But the aim of the Lord, as far as the world is concerned, is a

twofold one, KaTaKpc6P]vai, and a-codrjvai (Luke viiL 1 2 ; Mark
xvi. 16 ; John iii. 17, v. 34, xvi. 9, cf. 11, xvii. 2, vl 40, 47).

The hciar/ saved is a salvation in order to live ; cf. ^tu^ al(ovi,o<i

or ^(orj (Matt. viL 14 ; Luke x. 28 ; Matt, xviii. 8, 9 ; Luke xviii.

18), and ava!^i]v (Luke xv. 24, 32). This idea was subsequently

current among the apostles under the name acorrjpla, which,

however, is also used by the Lord (John iv. 22 ; Luke xix. 9 ; cf.

]\Iatt. xviiL 1 1 ; Luke i. 7 7). Life is the essence of salvation.

It had been abeady so considered in the Old Testament, in which

it was looked upon as the result of the fulfilment of the law

(Lev. xviii. 5; Gal. iii. 11, 12; Luke x. 28; cf. Hab. ii. 4).

This usage of the word life, as implying a condition of salvation

and an internal and external harmony with and friendly relation

to God, has been appropriated by Jesus in order to describe that

life which, by His means, falls to the share of believers. The

contrast to it is the New Testament idea that sin and its cor-

ruption are death (cf. John vi. 50, 51, xi. 25, 26). It is called

1^0)7) al(ovio<;, because, altliough originating in temporal life, yet, as

springing from God, it outlasts it. In the Synoptists, as " eternal

life," it is looked upon as a future matter (Luke xviii. 18), al-

though there are some passages which refer it to the present

time, such as Luke xv. 24, 32, or in ix. 60, where believers are

taken to be living, in contrast to the spiritually dead. In St. John

also, although more stress is laid on its application to the present

time, yet its completion is altogether looked upon as a future

matter (Jolin xiv. 19, 20). This life, tlicrcfore, falls to the lot of

believera (so tliat they have it iv kavTol<i, John vi. 53) through.
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Christ, because He hath the fuhiess of life in Him (John xiv. 6),

and hath overcome death (xi. 25), on account of which He calls

Himself the dvdaTacn<i.

For this very reason He closely connects His own life with

that of the believers in Him (John xiv. 19) ; and thus this sub-

jective idea of life merges into the more objective aspect of the

community of life with Christ. Thus, eminently, in John it is a
" being in Christ and Christ in us" (John xiv. 2 0), and therefore

a coming of Christ to us and an abiding with us (Jolm xvii 23,

xiv. 23, XV. 4, 7), in which, without detracting from the indi-

viduality of the two, the most intimate unity of life exists (cf. John

xiv. 23, 21). This communion with Christ is not merely a moral

oneness of sentiment, for it does not consist merely in love to Him
and keeping His commandments, nor merely in being loved by

Christ and enjoying His love; according to John xiv. 21, 23, all

these things are distinguished by the Lord from the promise that

He would come to His people and make His abode with them (cf.

vers. 28, 19, 20). It is more analogous to the oneness of Clirist

with the Father (cf. ch. xvii. 11, 23). For this very reason it is

not a mere oneness of sentiment which is in question, but they

are in Christ and in the Father (ver. 21). It depends on the

communication of the Spirit ; and all that He conveys is given by

the Father (ch. xiv. 16, 17, 26). It is consequently a ;partici2oa-

tion in the life of Christ, and in the innermost power of life, which

in believers is the same as in Christ, being communicated from

Him to them. Commimion with Christ includes the enjoyment

of the love of Christ (ch. xv. 9), under the condition that we abide

in His love by following His commandments and His example

(vers. 9, 10). Hence it also includes the perfect joy of Christ

(ver. 11) : it is the joy which He Himself has and gives. Finally,

we may also gather that communion with Christ is also com-

munion with the Father and with the iSjnrit, as results from the

oneness of the Father with the Son and with the Spirit.

The communion with Christ is thus represented to us in our

Lord's utterances in St. John's Gospel. In the Synoptists we
have passages which come very near, and are allied to these, but

none that are identical. We find in them, at all events, the pro-

mise of a divine and efficacious presence of Jesus among His

people (Matt, xviii 20, xxviii. 20); and figuratively (Matt, xii.

46-50, especially vers. 49 and 50; cf. Mark iii. 31-35; Luke
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viii. 19-21), with those who keep His word, Jesus stands in the

relation of an intimate communion of spirit, similar to the natural

affinity with a mother, brother, or sister. He assures this peculiar

affinity with Him to those who fulfil the will of His Father.

Connected with this, too, is the coming of men to Christ (Matt.

xi. 28), to which He invites all those who are weary and heavy-

laden. In Luke vi. 47 (cf. John v. 40, vi. 35, 37, 44) we have

the movement of the individual towards Christ represented as a

union with Him ; and in Matt, xi. 28 (cf. vers. 29, 30) the coming

is in the sense of tlie union with Him, which subordinates the

subject to Him, thereby procuring rest.

The previous matter we have considered contains the general

points which are realized in a certain special order of salvation: this

includes (I) the calling, (2) the commencement of salvation, (3) its

^progress and completion. The order of salvation generally is not

mentioned expressly in the utterances of the Lord, although the

Lord speaks of the way in which men are to walk, and the gate

into which they are to enter (Matt. vii. 13, 14). Indeed, He
describes Himself as the way, and the only way, by which man
Cometh to the Father (Jolm xiv. 6). These three distinct effects

of His mission may, however, be gathered readily enough from

His discourses. They may be found combined and expressly

distinguished in John vi 44 : the " drawing" forms a part of the

calling, and this is followed by the coming as the commencement,

and the resurrection as the completion of salvation.

§ 36, Tlic Teaching as to the Operation of Bedceming Poiuer—Tlie

Calling.

The ccdling is the requisite condition, without which no one

can attain salvation and life. The Lord, in speaking of it, uses

the expression Kokelv (Matt. ix. 13; Mark ii, 17; Luke v, 32),

to call to repentance. On this point, however, we must specially

consider the three parables which speak of the calling and its

results. In them, by the two figures of the wedding-feast and the

vineyard, the Icingdom of God is represented to us in its twofold

aspect, as a good to he enjoyed, and also as a sphere of work and

duty (Matt. xxii. 2-14; Luke xiv. 16-23; Matt, xx, 1-16).

Added to this, we may discern other figurative modes of ex-

pressing this idea, such as the gathering together His people as a

hen gathers her chickens (Matt, xxiii. 37; Luke xiii. 34); tho
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sceJcing after that which is lost (Luke xv. 4, 8 ; Matt, xviii.

11-14). There is also a peculiar expression used in Matt,

xxviii. 19, fiaOr^reveiv, to make into disciples. The idea implied

in these expressions is that of a divine act, sometimes of God
the Father (as distinguished from the Son), ^vho, through His

servants, causes an invitation to be given (Matt. xxiL 2, 8)

;

sometimes it is Christ Himself who is the caller (Matt, ix 13,

and parallel passages) during His eartlily career, by means of the

prophetic ofiice which devolved upon Him in His humiliation.

Thus He especially calls the apostles, though in this it may be

said that God, as the Father of our Lord Jesus Christ, is the

caller by means of Christ's words. But God the Father can

also call in a direct way : the " drawing " and " giving " in John

vi. 37, 39, 44, 65, are in connection with this.

The act of calling is both internal and external : external as the

historical knowledge of Christ and His work, of the historical

Christ. It is, in the first place, a calling through the word. In

John xvii. 20 the Lord says that He prays for all who, through

the word, believe on Him. Thus, in the above-named parables,

the word is set forth as the word of invitation to men. Hence the

great importance of the word in the representation of its effects

(Matt. xiii. 19-23), and the charge to the disciples to preach it

(Matt, xxviii. 19; Mark xvi. 15). But the word of calling

reaches the consciousness of individuals under certain circum-

stances, wliich modify its impression. The influence of these

belongs to the calling as much as the sending of the word and

its instruments. Of this kind are the circumstances which sur-

rounded the prodigal son, and induced him to come to himself

(Luke xvi. 14-17). These circumstances are an element of the

external calling, which, however, is thus rendered internal. Many
of the utterances of Jesus are so generally framed, that they may
be referred to both aspects of the calling, although in the first

place they suggest the internal side ; thus John vi. 44 f., 65.

The heing taught hy God is the internal call, by which the Father

gives a man to the Son, or causes him to come to Him. This

drawing is an act of the Father ; but in John xiL 3 2 the Son

says that He Himself possesses equally with the Father this

power of attraction, within reach of which we must come in order

to be among those that are called. It takes effect thi'ough the

word and the whole situation of the person acted on, and is
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essentially an internal bias, only that by it the matter is not yet

decided.

The calling assumes, indeed, different degrees, as shown in Luke

xiv. 16-23, where the stringency culminates in ver, 23; but

even here it is a cogent call, and not force, which is spoken of.

But, notwithstanding these degrees, the calling is, on the one

hand, always impressively intended, as in the two parables, and in

that of the vineyard, and, on the other, never of a compulsory

character, and is therefore subject to the reply of man, as in the

parable of the vineyard.

The calling is a general one, and according to the nature of

redeeming mercy, which consists in assisting from motives of

love those that are lost (Matt, xviii. 11-14; cf Matt. ix. 13;
Luke V. 32, according to which, Christ calls sinners). Therefore

the love of God working in Him embraces the entire Koafiot

(John iii. 16). The calling, consequently, applies to all nations

without distinction,—to the Gentiles equally with the Jews (Matt.

xxviii 19 ; Mark xvi. 15) ; cf the assurance as to the participation

of the Gentiles in the kingdom of God (Matt. viii. 11, xxiv. 14,

xxvi. 13 ; John x. 16). Other passages, which appear to limit the

calling and to exclude the Gentiles, are only intended to express

that the Lord had to limit His personal ministry as Messiah to

the theocratic people first of all (Matt. xv. 24, generally vers.

21-28
; Mark vii. 24-30 ; Matt. x. 5-7 ; Luke x. 2). But the

calling deals with individuals in succession. This idea in its

general character is expressed in Matt. xx. 2-16. The succession

itself is set forth in Luke xiv. 16-23, especially in vers. 16, 17,

21, 23. The first are those who have had among them since

ancient times a system of national guidance : to them first the

call came, because in them the requisite conditions of recognition

and acceptance were inherent ; when they rejected the invitation,

the succession goes on to those who are inferior in claim.

In respect to those who accept the call, the calling is to be

considered as a choosing. Tliis choosing, as God's act, is only once

mentioned, and then, indeed, quite generally (Mark xiii. 20); in

wliich, however, it is to be assumed that the ideal eternal act of

God is meant, the temporal effect of which is the calling,—^just

as the choosing in the apostolical teaching, especially in Paul, is

not the temporal Kokecv, by which those accepting the call are

actually severed from the complex of the K6a-/jLo<i. We are speci-
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ally pointed to this everlasting act in Matt. xxv. 34, in which it

is said that for those who are blessed of the Father the ^acrCkela

is riTocfiaa-fiivrj from the foundation of the world. " The elect

"

are often spoken of (Luke xviii. 7 ; Matt. xxiv. 22, 24, 31
;

Mark xiii. 20, 22 ; cf. Ps. cv. 43 ; Isa. Ixv. 22 ; Eom. viii. 33
;

Col. iii. 12). By these, however, are always meant those who
are called and really accept the call (Matt. xxii. 14), inwardly

apprehending the word (Luke viii. 15 ; Matt. xiii. 23) ; but those,

especially, who are distinguished and first among them. For

even among those who accept the call, there is, according to

]\Iatt. XX. 16, a distinction of degrees. "When, therefore, a man
accepts the call, everything that he is, becomes, has, and receives,

is to be referred to the eternal act of God : it has been prepared

by the Father (Matt. xx. 23, xxv. 34).

S 37. TJie TcacJiing as to the Operation of Redeeming Power— Tlie

Commencement of Salvation.

The general idea of an alteration of the mind or spiritiial being

is treated of didactically by the Lord in the Gospel of John only.

The principal passage is that concerning regeneration (John iii.

3-8), by which may be placed the more general utterance, John

V. 21, as to the t^woiroielv. In both passages salvation is treated

of under the idea of life : in the former, of regeneration and an

entry into life ; in the latter, as the quickening of those who are

dead. For the Lord, by comprehending salvation in the idea of

life, places the whole of His positive agency in maldng alive. This

is followed in ver. 22' by the mention of the fudgme^it which these

incur who do not believe, and therefore will not receive life like

those who accept the word (ver. 24). The passing from death

unto life is represented in John iii. 3-8 under the figure of a new
birth. In this, not only is life opposed to death, but the new life

is compared with the old in respect to its quality, life with life.

Even in John v. something of a similar character is indeed im-

plied in the idea of ^ai] al(ovLo<i as contrasted with transitory life.

This birth is a birth of the Spirit,—more accurately, of water and

the Spirit (John iii. 5),—^just as eV Qeov (John i. 13 ; 1 John iv. 7,

V. i. 4). The Divine Spirit is the breath of life, corresponding to

the incorruptible seed from which, according to 1 Pet. i. 23, the

new life springs. Some have looked upon this twofold origin

(water and the Spirit) as an ev hia Bvocv ; or it has been thouglit
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that the Trvevfia was to be understood literally, and the vSwp

symbolically. But why is the water symbolically added ? The

idea of purification is not sufficient to explain this satisfactorily.

Or it is said that regeneration may be compared with the arising

of a new existence (1 Pet. i. 23) ; and as in Tit. iii. 5 the water

or the washing of regeneration may be taken in reference to

baptism, so here the water is to be understood according to the

analogy of the account of the creation (Gen. i. 1-3), regeneration

being called a new creation in 2 Cor. v. 17. The water would

then be the element to be formed, the Spirit the forming element.

But creation is not a matter in question here. The comparison

with 1 Pet. i. 23, and also the figure itself, point rather to natural

generation ; the latter results e« aapKo^ koX aifxaro^ (c£ John i.

13) ; with the latter the Lord now contrasts a twofold expression

for the cause of the spiritual generation, in which the vhcop forms

the antithesis to the aliia, the purifying to the contaminating

element. In this, too, there is a hint conveyed that the SjDirit

causes a new life in an already existing subject, and that this i?

possible only by the latter being purified ; so that the Spirit acts

not only with a quichcning power, which is inherent in Him, but

also with a imrifying effect, as shown by the addition of water.

In both respects the freshly flowing and purifying water in

baptism is a symbol of the Spirit. In this passage the Lord

alludes quite evidently to baptism, although not at present to

the baptism instituted by Him. But He might indeed refer

to its precursor, the baptism of John. John the Baptist is in-

deed spoken of in this chapter. He was still exercising his

prophetic ministry, and in Jerusalem it was not out of place

to speak of him. Jesus might well hope that this allusion

would be understood by Nicodemus, and that He could thus

lead him to aU that He Himself intended. In this, therefore,

we have the second reason for the conjunction of the vhcop with

the TTveCfia. This new birth expresses an entire clmvge in a

spiritual respect, an entirely neiu vital 2^oivcr being infused by the

Spirit ; in it the true life is implanted, not, indeed, by man, but by

God as the only author. The alteration itself is, however, accom-

panied by pangs, as is indeed implied in the figure. The two

ideas of regeneration and of passing from death unto life are,

however, retained by the apostles, and further developed by them.

In the Synoptists we find no utterances on the point which are
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entirely identical with tliose in St. John. There are, however,

some which are closely allied, and seem to allude to the two ideas

expressed in the lourth gospel. In them, also, the state of the

sinner is looked upon as a state of death (Luke ix. 60) ; and

in Luke xv. 24, 32, it is said of the prodigal son that he had

been dead and was alive again. Likewise the language in Matt.

xviii. 3, Mark x. 14, and Matt. xix. 14, corresponds with the

idea of regeneration. By this a conversion and lecoming like little

children are laid down as a necessary condition for entering into

the kingdom of God. In these passages a mighty change, at all

events, is implied,—indeed, the hccoming a oicio man. Everything

belonging to the former development of the man is to be given

up, and a new development must be begun, and the man must

thus assume the receptive character of a child. Yet this idea

does not go so far as regeneration. The above-named change refers

only to the moment of childhood, consequently to the beginning

of the natural life ; but regeneration, as the beginning of an

entirely new life, goes much further. Added to this, the alteration

is removed entirely from any human causality and is transferred to

the divine agency. The synoptical view is, however, supplemented

by another passage, Matt. xix. 26, in which the entry into God's

kingdom, which, under certain circumstances, seemed impossible

to men, is declared to be possible to the divine omnipotence. But

this is not directly applied to the conversion to a child-like state,

as in regeneration,—the possibility of a return to this state through

divine grace being only presupposed. The same idea is, however,

expressed in Matt. v. 6, where the satisfaction of those who hunger

and thirst after righteousness is represented as being the divine gift.

The commencement of salvation is both a change of mind and

also a reversion of the relation towards God. The idea of the

commencement of salvation being that of an entry into life, the

call of God is become a quickening, regenerating influence. The

change in the spiritual being of man, which is implied therein, is

contained in the figure of the new birth. But the alteration in the

relation to God is conveyed by the idea of being sought and

found by God or Christ (Matt, xviii. 12-14 ; Luke xv. 4 ff., xix.

10), of being exalted, of not coming into judgment, and of the

forgiveness of sins. These two points are dealt with by the Lord

in the most various ways,—not scholastically, but freely touched

upon, although always consistently with the fundamental idea.
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They are, for instance, comprehended in the figure of the strait

gate and the narrow way (Matt. vii. 13 ; Luke xiii. 24), which

denotes the entry into the way of salvation, or the way of life,

but at the same time describes it as a change of mind.

The new life of man in itself, the change of mind and conver-

sion, or the altered feeling and conduct in a moral respect, is

styled by our Lord /xeTavoecv (j\fatt. iv. 17; ]\Iark i. 1 5 ; Luke

XV. 7, 10), i-7naTpe(f>eLV (Luke xxii. 32), crrpa^rjvat (Matt, xviii.

3), /xerafilXeadat (Matt. xxi. 29). This disposition of mind has

two elements which everywhere recur, rcimitance and helieving, as

the negative and positive poles of this new life.

The first element of this double condition of the heart, or two-

fold feeling, repentance, is very characteristically and copiously

laid down in the beginning of the Sermon on the Mount, in the

Beatitudes (Matt. v. 3), with which should be compared Matt. xi.

28. The Lord declares the blessedness of the poor in spirit who
are conscious of their poverty, and invites the weary and heavy-

laden to come unto Him. Eepentance, therefore, is self-humilia-

tion. It is, besides, depicted in its inward disposition as a lively

consciousness of personal sin, and a candid repentance for the

same (Luke xv. 17, 21, 28), in which also the need for deliver-

ance is expressed as a lively longing for God's succour. For him
wlio has not done his Father's will, there is no other way to be

saved but a conversion of this kind (Matt. xxi. 28 ff.). As re-

gards the discourses in St. John, it is, in general, a peculiarity in

them that they bring more prominently forward the positive idea,

and represent regeneration as a positive act. There is, however,

no deficiency in the ideas belonging to the subject. Thus, for

instance, the idea of the Boylrclv (John vii. 37; cf Matt. v. 6).

Also, in John iii. 20, 21, he that perseveres in sin is indeed

worthy of the iXejx^rjvat, but he avoids it ; but others who do

not persevere in their sin do not avoid it, and, on tlie contrary,

place themselves in the light, and allow themselves to be en-

lightened by it, and thus suffer the iXe^y^^rivav ; as Paul says, "If

we judge ourselves, we shall not be judged" (1 Cor. xi. 31). TXq-

pentance being, in the first place, the opposition to sin and the

turning away from it, it is also the giving up of the sinful life

in order to attain one of an opposite character ; consequently the

surrender of the lower life in order to gain the soul (Matt. x. 39,

xvi. 25; Luke xvii. 33; Jolm xii. 25). The conlcssion of sin
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also belongs to it (Luke xv. 21) ; also the firm rejection of darling

sins in which a man has lived (John v. 14; Matt. v. 29), and a

complete renunciation of them, added to every possible restitution

of any wrong done (Luke xix. 8), and a ready assumption of the

difficult duty of self-denial.

The fieravoetv is placed by the Lord in connection with the

TTLa-revetv ; but the believing consists in the coming to Christ of

him that is drawn by God (John vi. 44, cf 64), and, on coming

to Christ, in being accepted by Him (John vi. 37). Thus it is

a work to which man is summoned by God (John vi 29), a draw-

ing near to Christ (Matt. xi. 28), a self-resignation to Him, and,

consequently, a laying hold of Him with confidence. This agrees

with the signification of 7r/crTi9, which is equivalent to trust, con-

fidence, which fundamental meaning not only corresponds with

VQ^J}, but is also corroborated by the prevailing mode of construc-

tion in the utterances of the Lord, with the dative (John v. 24

;

]\Iatt. xxi. 25) ; with eVt = to rely on anything (Luke xxiv, 25)

;

with ev (Mark i 15), because belief as confidence has found a

resting-point ; with et? (John iii. 15, vi. 29, 35, vii. 38, Lx. 35
;

Matt. xviiL 6). The noun 7rlaTL<i itself does not occur so fre-

quently in the gospels as in the epistles ; but, where it does occur,

it is made equivalent to trust,—that is, in Christ (Luke xviii. 8,

xxii. 32, viii. 48, vii. 50; Matt. viii. 10, ix. 2 ; Mark iv. 40). None
of the other derivations have more in their favour ; least of all

those which go on the idea of the signification of honesty of con-

viction; or those which take the meaning to be a hclicving to he

true. But it cannot be denied that there are passages in which

this meaning appears to prevail : it is so in the construction with

the accusative {jovto, John xi. 26), or with otl (John ix. 18, viii.

24, xi. 27, 42, xiii. 19, etc.). In these passages prominence is

given to a special point in faith, as the tendency of the entire man
and of the heart towards God or Christ. This point is the strong

impression of a matter being true. Olshausen explains faith, as

occurring in the gospels, to be the susceptibility of reception of the

power proceeding from Christ. But faith must not be limited to

this : the reception itself being also an attribute of it, the mere
susceptibility does not go far enough. Where the Tn'o-ri? exists,

there is an actual acceptance of Christ. But, of course, according

to the connection, it may be perhaps only incipient and partial.

Other expressions for the idea of faith may be found in the utter-
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ances of the Lord, especially in Jolm. The sheep hear His voice

(John X. 27, of. vers. 26, 16, 4, 3, and viii. 43, as a contrast). The

idea oifollmoing (John x. 27) implies something further; but the

hearing and perceiving the voice of Christ form a part of faith

;

so also ryivwaKeiv (John xvii. 3). The idea of faith certainly ap-

pears in the evangelists to be to some extent a flexible one. It

has various grades ; and is sometimes incipient, and sometimes

progressive and conclusive, according to the persons with whom
the Lord had to deal. Sometimes, indeed, faith appears as a

gradually suscipient principle of this kind, even in regard to

various divine powers and gifts, as the gift of bodily healing

(Luke viii. 48, xvii. 19 ; Matt, viii, 13 ; John iv. 50). But as

all bodily suffering is only the result of sin, and bodily healing

is only an offshoot of the spiritually redeeming agency, and an

anticipation of the future redemption from all evil, faith also

is, indeed, the necessary condition for experiencing the benefits of

this divine power. But it refers essentially to the spiritually re-

deeming power of Christ (this being expressly stated in Luke vii.

50), and therefore to salvation generally, and to eternal life (Jolm

iii. 15, vi. 40), and to its future consummation in the dvacrTaai'i

(John xi. 25, 26).

Thus repentance on the one hand, and faith on the other, or,

combined in one idea, penitent faith, appears to be the condition

necessary for salvation, and the characteristic of the new life.

And, in this sense, the gate spoken of in Matt. vii. 13, 14, is at

the same time both the condition and the life itself, because in this

change of mind the new spiritual life is subjectively supposed.

But, in another aspect, this new life is also a cliangc in the

relation to God. Guilt, and the liability to punishment, and the

pressure of sin, no longer weigh heavily on the new man : his sins

are forrjivcn ; he is justified. The usual phrase for this relation is

the a(p€ai<i twv afxapriuyv (]\Iatt. xxvi. 28 ; Luke xxiv. 47), an

expression derived from the Old Testament (cf Mark i. 4 ; Luke

i. 77) ; d(f>iivai, Ta<: a/j.apTLa<; (IMatt. ix. 2, 5, 6 ; Luke vii. 47—49,

xi. 4; Jolin xx. 23) ; . . . dfiapriav (Matt. xii. 31. 32) ; to, ocpeiXii/jLara

(Matt. vi. 12) ; d</). to, TrapaTrTai/xara (Matt. vi. 14, 15) ; dip. rtvi

(Luke xxiii. 34, xii. 10 ; Matt, xviii. 21, 35); and d<peaL<i alone

(Mark iii. 29 ; cf Heb. ix. 22). These expressions refer to the

abolition of the relation to God which is brought about by sin,

and, in the first place, to its direct negative. It is the abrogation
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of the relation of guilt before God, especially of the consciousness

of guilt and liability to punishment in God's sight. Under this

aspect it may be compared with the parable of the great debtor

(Matt, xviii. 23 ff.; cf. Luke vii. 41, 42). The positive element

in the idea is the restoration of a harmonious relation to God, as

befits a righteous man or a child of God; cf. hiKatovaOai (Luke

xviii. 14, cf. ver. 13). It is worthy of remark that it is Luke who
retains this expression,—the companion of the apostle who so

specially uses the expression, and has developed the idea. Always

in the New Testament, and almost always in the Old Testament,

BcKaiovv is equivalent to declaring to he righteous, and treating any

one as such. AcKaiovv eavrov (Luke xvi. 15), to justify oneself, to

hold oneself to be righteous, is an unwarrantable self-exaltation",

which is an abomination before God ; but lowering oneself in a

free acknowledgment of guilt and corruption, humiliating oneself,

and beseeching God for His forgiving mercy, these things con-

stitute the way of elevating the sinner who is worthy of con-

demnation in God's sight,—that is, the way of freeing him from

his sin. But the positive side, the transposition into the relation

of a child of God, is presented in the parable of the lost son, in

which the result of forgiveness is fully depicted (Luke xv. 20—24).

Therefore the restoration into the position of a child, which position

has been lost by sin, is, like justification, an expression for the

positive element in the matter. Other descriptions of this also

occur, such as the finding of that which is lost, although there is

really something more involved in this, namely, the idea of being

renewed and sanctified. The idea of the forgiveness of sins is

less frequently brought forward in St. John, because he chiefly

specifies those utterances in which redemption is described in its

positive element (thus John xvii. 13); so also the having cterncd

life, and not heing lost (John iii. 18, 16, v. 24), and other things

of a figurative nature, as the thirsting no more (John iv. 1 4). The

negative view is not, however, entirely wanting ; on the contrary,

we have the remission of sins expressly mentioned in John xx,

23,—mentioned, indeed, as a part of the apostolical commission,

and therefore brought forward in a very important way.

To the inquiry as to what the Lord lays do\vn as the condition

required for the remissison of sins and justification, the answer

must be faith hased on repentance. This is decidedly the case in

the Synoptists, and also in John. The praying publican went
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down to his house justified (Luke xviii. 14); and this is attributed

by the Lord to his frame of mind, which was contrasted with the

self-righteousness of the Pharisee, and the latter's sanctity and

accompanying contempt for others. This frame of mind consisted

in a penitent disposition, and a trusting apprehension of God's

mercy, joined to a desire of salvation. We must also specially

class with this the frame of mind of the prodigal son when he

returned to his father. In addition to these parables, which con-

tain the general idea, but are without any reference to the person

and work of Christ, we have also more definite statements, in

which the latter are included, as the Lord's treatment of Zacchi>3us

(Luke xix. 1-10), and, more decidedly still, His words in reference

to the woman that was a sinner (Luke vii. 37 ff., 50). We find

in her, in addition to faith accompanied by bitter sorrow for sin,

the intimate adhesion of the heart to the Eedeemer. This is con-

trasted with the feelings of Simon the Pharisee, of whom it is

shown, in ch. vii. 39-47, that he imagined himself to be very

superior to the sinful woman, and manifested evident zeal for the

law of God, but also that he was less susceptible of salvation than

the woman, because he was deficient in a deep recognition of sin

and desire for redemption, and, consequently, in attachment to the

person of the Lord. Lastly, we find the same feeling in the thief

who was crucified with Christ, who, with deep confession of his

sins, turns in faith to Jesus. Again, it is worthy of remark that

all these passages occur in Luke, the companion of PauL We
may perceive from this, that to him these narratives appeared

specially characteristic, and hence his selection of them assumes

a pai'ticular significance. Utterances ot this kind are not, how-

ever, wanting in the other Synoptists : cf. the passage Matt. ix.

11-13, and the parallels, in which the dfxapTcoXol are those who

feel themselves to be such, the hUaioL being the viroKpivofxevoi

eavTou'i ; cf. also ch. xxi. 28-32, in which the self-righteous

Pliarisees are contrasted with sinners who finally attain to the

way ol repentance, so as to do God's will; also, ch. xxii. 11-14,

where the wedding garment represents penitent faith, just as the

Lord elsowlicre accurately expresses it, that man is to be poor in

spirit, and to hunger and thirst in spirit (Matt, v, 3, 6) ; also that,

as weary and heavy-laden, he nuist come to the Lord (Matt. xi.

28-30). From tliis point of view, also, nuist we understand the

state of mind of the paralytic person (Matt. ix. 2). John also
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gives passages in wliicli this stipulation is brought forward : thus

ch. iii. 15, V. 24, ch. vi., and also ch. ix., in which faith is ex-

pressly mentioned or denoted ; of. other passages in which this is

not so plainly done (cf. vi. 37, iv. 14). Whoever allows himself

to be drawn by the Father to the Son, and believes on Him, does

not come into judgment, and has everlasting life ; that is, he ob-

tains forgiveness of sins and justification. Thus, in the didactic

discourses in St. John's Gospel, we find the same conditions for

salvation : it is either repentance combined with faith, or faith

combined with repentance.

There is also no need for perplexity, when we find the Lord

laying down as a condition for the forgiveness oj sins, sometimes

love to Kim, as in the case of the sinful woman (Luke vii. 47) ;

sometimes a readiness to forgive our fclloiv-men, as in the Lord's

Prayer (Matt. vi. 12) and similar expressions (Mark xi. 25, 26)

;

or compassion towards them (Matt. v. 7). Sometimes on these

occasions it is not the very first commencement of forgiveness

of sins which is in question,—for how could any true love exist

ere forgiveness had been generally obtained ? Still less is it the

first beginning of love to Christ ; but it is in part believers who
are spoken of, who must exercise this readiness to forgive if they

are to remain in possession of the mercy shown them. Sometimes,

however, it refers to that love to Clirist and compassion to men
which already exists and must exist in the various stages of re-

pentance, and in this respect constitutes an obligation necessary

for the forgiveness of sins ; as in the spiritual poverty of those to

whom the kingdom of God is promised (Matt. v. 3), and also in

the humility therein implied, must also be contained the inclination

to gentleness and pity.

Just as little need it cause us any difficulty, wdien we find the

Lord requiring, as a requisite for salvation, that we should do

the will of His Father and follow His word (Matt. vii. 21). This

stipulation is contrasted with the merely external, although zealous

confession of Christ as the Lord (vers. 21, 22), which is combined

with a perseverance in sin ; it is also contrasted with the not

following His words (ver. 26). All that is comprehended in this

will of God as regards the sinner, must, however, be deduced

from other utterances of the Lord, especially the commencement of

the Sermon on the Mount. According to this, it is not any action

done in his own power which is to procure a man salvation ; for
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it is the poor in spirit, he who hungers and thirsts after righteous-

ness, who, by means outside himself, by God's power, is to be

satisfied therewith. Hence the only doing intended is that which

is contained in penitent faith.

Thus the condition requisite for the forgiveness of sins and

justification is identical and simultaneous with the state which

constitutes the new spiritual life. The two are mutually involved,

and are one and the same thing. The joint idea is that of

righteousness (Matt. v. 6, 20, vi. 33; John xvi. 8, 10). From a

comparison of these passages, we may conclude that righteousness

is an object of human desire, which can only be satisfied by a

gift from above, through the divine power, and not through any

power of man himself. It is, therefore, the first object of the

striving which is directed towards the entry into the kingdom of

God ; for in and with the latter it is given. This righteousness,

which originally is peculiar to Christ (cf. 1 John ii. 1, 2), is that

which becomes ours by our community with Him. And conse-

quently the righteousness of the Christian, from the beginning on-

wards, is essentially a state of justification ; but for this very reason

it is not a presumptive but an actual righteousness,—one which

avails before God, and, in spite of all closely clinging sin, meets

with no condemnation.

S 38. Tlie Teaching as to the Opcratioji of Redeeming Power—The

Progress and Completion of Salvation.

Progress in a life of faith is, in the first place, a progress in

love to God and to Christ, and for their sakes to the hrcthren. For

as soon as faith relinquishes its receptive capacity, and stands out

in independence, it must assume the character of love, and, indeed,

of self-denying love. For as faith is manifested only in love, so

can repentance only become active by self-denial. Thus Jesus

speaks as to this love (Matt. x. 37 f. ; cf. Luke xiv. 26).

Repentance itself being a turning away from sin, self-denial must

apply especially to everything sinful and also to everything which

is an object of desire, and must follow the example of Jesus

(John xii. 26; Matt. xx. 26-28; John xiii. 12-17). In this

strict sense the Lord adopts the requirement of love to God

before everything,—a requirement which had been already re-

cognised in Deuteronomy as the purport of the old covenant

fMatt. XX ii. 36 ff). In this sense He inculcates love to Himself
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as obedience to His commandments (John xiv. 15), and gives a

special prominence to mutual love among believers (John xv. 12).

This following of Jesus, with a renunciation of everything opposed

to Him, is developed by Him in several discourses, with more

special detail in the Synoptists. This is especially the righteous-

ness which is better than that of the scribes and Pharisees

(Matt. V. 20),—a righteousness in spirit and in truth, in which

the commandments are inwardly fulfilled (ch. v. 21 ff.). He de-

velopes it further in ch. vi., in reference to works of beneficence

and charity (vers. 2-4); to praying (vers. 5-15); the exercise of

self-denial (vers. 1 6-1 8) ; the whole direction of the human
energy towards some eternal heavenly treasure, so that the whole

heart has its existence in the future (vers. 19-23), without being

divided in its aim (vers. 24-34). When a man is in this frame of

mind, he judges himself and not his brethren (Matt. vii. 1—5); deals

wisely with the sacred tilings entrusted to him, doing nothing

without prayer (vers. 6-11); and in his treatment of his neighbour

follows the tenor of all the Old Testament precepts (ver. 12). This

is the course to the narrow way (Matt. vii. 1 3 f), in which we must,

indeed, be cautious against offences (ver. 15), but shall become

rich in fruit (vers. 17, 18), and shall see that the fabric of our

salvation is founded on a rock (vers. 24, 25). But the whole of

this progress in the life of faith presupposes the existence of the

{nrofiovrj, the persistence in the new life (Luke viii. 15, cf 13, 14).

The other aspect in the progress in the life of faith is the

development of blessedness in God (John xvi. 22, xv. 11), and in

prayer (John xvi. 24). The joy which Christ has and gives,

abides in believers and becomes perfected in them : they remain

in the love of Christ and the enjoyment of the same (John xvii.

13, 26) ; also in His peace, owing to the victory over the tribula-

tion which is occasioned by the world (John xvi. 33). He can,

therefore, offer to them rest and refreshment (Matt. xi. 28, 29),

can pronounce them blessed (Matt. v. 3 ff.), and can call upon

them to rejoice because their names are written in heaven (Luke

X. 20). But the outward effects are not so much the subject of

their joy as the fact that they are the special objects of the divine

choice ; and this guarantees the existence of humility in this joy.

It is the peace of the kingdom of God which sets them free from

all the cares of the world, so that all external matters appear to

be a secondary consideration (Luke xii. 31).

Q
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The cowvldion of salvation is placed by the Lord, not in tlie

present world, but in a supernatural heavenly future (Luke

XX. 35). This position, iv Tot<; ovpavoh (Matt. v. 12), in aloav

eVeti/o?, is looked upon by Him as the true life (Matt, xviii. 8,

of. vii. 13 ; John v. 29). It is an existence in the Father's

house, in which His sacred presence is manifested, where there

are many mansions (John xiv. 2) ; in the everlasting habitations

(Luke xvi. 9), where the great and true riches will be first com-

mitted unto men as their own, in contrast to the good things of

this lower life as trifling things and the mammon of unrighteous-

ness (Luke xvi. 10-12). It is a heing where Christ is (John

xii. 26, xiv. 3, 4) ; a participation in the glory of the glorified

Eedeemer (John xvii. 24). As the ^co?) of believers generally,

which is communicated to them by Christ, is the ^w^ of Christ,

so will the perfected ^wr] be nothing but the real participation in

the perfected t,o)r) of the glorified Christ. The spiritual life com-

municated to believers by Christ proves itself to be i^wrj alcovco^

by the victory over death (John xi. 25, 26, v. 24-29, x. 28-30).

Our Lord does not so much point out death as the transition to

this state (although death brings with it a mighty change), as

rather, (1.) The resurrection at the last day. This is the aim and

end of salvation (John vi. 40, 44), as the resurrection of life

(John V. 29 ; Luke xx. 35, 36). Those who are thought worthy

to become partakers in that alcov, through the resurrection from

the dead, cannot die any more : they are like the augels and the

Son of God (Luke xx. 36 ; Matt. xxii. 30). This is the resur-

rection of the just (Luke xiv. 14). (2.) And also His advent for

judgment (Matt. xxiv. 30).

Lut by our arrival at this point, and by our consideration of

the progress and completion of salvation, we are naturally led to

Christ's doctrine and teaching as to the kingdom of God.

IIL—THE KINGDOM OF GOD.

S 39. Idea of the Divine Kingdom.

The source of this idea in the Old Testament dispensation is a

covenant made by God with man, from which was developed the

idea of a theocracy, of a people or house of God (Num. xii. 7), of
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a kingdom of kings and priests (Ex. xix. 6 ; applied in an ideal

sense to Christians in 1 Pet. ii. 9), indeed of a theocracy under a

monarchical form. Then follows the conception of an ideally real

theocratic kingdom of the Messiah (cf. Isa. ii. 1-4 ; Mic. iv. 1 ff.

;

Isa. xi. 12; Jer. xxiii. 5-8, xxxi. 31 ff., xxxii. 37 ff., xxxiii.

7 ff ; Ezek xxxiv. 23 &., xxxvii. 24 ff.) ; until the express term,

the kingdom to be set up by God, appears (Dan. ii. 44), in

contrast to the universal human kingdom, as that which is to

exist under the rule of the Messiah as the Son of man,—the

kingdom of the saints (ver. 22). Lastly, in the Apocrypha

(Wisdom X. 10) the ^acrCkeia rov @eov is brought forward. In

addition to these prophetical passages, we have various theo-

cratical or royal psalms, in which also the idea of the theocratic

kingship and kingdom is expressed.

The Lord found the idea thus existing in His time (Luke i. 32

ff., xiv. 1 5 ; Mark xi. 10), certainly not always in the shape in

which it is presented in the Old Testament ; but, by applying it

in the first place to those who were waiting for salvation, He was

able to presuppose purer notions of it than those that were pre-

valent. The Baptist also, at his appearance, speaks of a kingdom

of heaven (Matt. iii. 2). As an idea which was not only a fertile

one, but also, on the other hand, both plastic and ductile, the

Lord went on to make it the groundioork of His teaching, in order,

as occasion was thereby offered, to be the better able to speak of

the Messianic order of things, and thus to refer to His own per-

son,—in this way introducing and preparing for His ministry.

He speaks of it especially in the synoptical passages, and, indeed,

takes it as the chief purport of His teaching, describing the an-

nouncement of it as the duty of His mission (Luke iv. 43 ; cf.

Matt. X. 7 ; Luke x. 9, 11). In St. John, also, the Lord speaks

of the kingdom of God (ch. iii, 3, 5) in His conversation with

Nicodemus, in which it is evident that, although in this gospel

the Lord brings more prominently forward the subjective element

in the new order of things, the corresponding objective idea of

the kingdom is jointly entertained, indeed, as the fundamental

idea which embraces both regeneration and the new life. The

Lord also speaks of it in His trial before Pilate (John xviii. 33,

36, 37), in which He refers the whole of His peculiar attitude

to the idea of the kingdom.

This kingdom of God, in the teaching of Jesus, has been very
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variously understood. (1.) As the kingdom of Christ, to be ex-

pected in the future, in which He would solemnly return to judg-

ment, and the last judgment would prove Him to be the Lord

over quick and dead,—(a) without Himself having been able to

fix the epoch of this kingdom ; or, (b) with the definition of time,

that this kingdom should become visible on earth, and should

commence simultaneously with the destruction of Jerusalem. In

regard to this, some have declared the utterances relating to the

subject to be an accommodation to circumstances ; others have

referred them to Jewish expectations, which even Jesus enter-

tained, and in regard to which He was deceived. (2.) Going to

the opposite extreme, the kingdom of God has been also under-

stood as being merely the Church of Christ on earth ; and it has

been thought that all the utterances relating to His coming again

were to be interpreted figuratively as referring to the spread of

Christianity. (3.) By an union of these two views, the kingdom

of God is understood to be both present and future,—the dominion

of the exalted Christ, which consists partly in the influence over

the minds of men exercised by the word, partly in the guidance

of the external destinies of the Church, partly in the rewards and

punishments at the last judgment. In it, too, is perhaps recog-

nised the Idngdom of grace, the temporal institutions of religion,

the kingdom of glory, and the future acts of judgment ; adding,

too, the idea that Jesus was only in error in fixing too close a

j)roximity for His judgment.

We must distinguish the pure definitions of the time from the

utterances as to the nature of the kingdom of God. With respect

to the former, in several utterances, Jesus keeps to the general

proposition that "the kingdom of God is at hand" (Matt. iv. 17

;

Mark L 14, 15 ; Luke iv. 43). The same occurs in the directions

to the disciples as to the purport of their first preaching (Matt.

x. 7). This is the expression of the most general character, the

r/77t«6 not saying precisely whether an actual present or only a

quite closely imiKnding time is meant. In other passages, however,

the time is more accurately indicated ; for He describes the king-

dom of God (a) as already begun at the tlicn present time (Matt,

xii. 28; Luke xi. 20, 21), The starting-point of this kingdom is

the appearance of John the Baptist (]\Latt. xi. 12 ; Luke xvi. 16)

:

up to his time the Old Testament dispensation (6 z/o/io? Ka\

ol 7rpo(f)y)rac) lasted. By Jesus, in Matt. xi. 11, contrasting the
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Baptist with tlie members of the kingdom of God, it may be per-

ceived that the real commencement of this kingdom is connected

with His person. It coincides with His appearance, because in

it the kingly operation of His divine power of attraction com-

mences, (h) But Jesus also describes it as future in the formula

of His prayer (Matt. vi. 1 0), and also in other passages of a more

prophetical character (Matt. xvi. 2 8 ; Mark ix. 1 ; Luke ix. 2 7,

xvii. 24-30, xxi. 31 ; Matt. xxv. 1, 34 ; Mark xiv. 25 ; Luke xxii.

29, 30). In these varied representations of the time of God's

kingdom an intimation is conveyed as to its nature. It is in its

nature, on the one hand, something simply existing and eternal,

and, on the other, something temporal, developing itself through

various conditions. In Luke xvii. 21 the Lord evidently looks

upon it as plainly existing. Whosoever has a share in it has it

actually, and is in it ; he stands in this eternal order of things

;

just as Jesus says in John, that a man through regeneration enters

into it (John iii. 3, 5). The figures of the costly pearl and the

treasure hid in a field (Matt, xiii.) also point to something which

has existed from everlasting ; for it is contained in the idea and

will of God; it is pre-designed therein (Matt. xxv. 34), and has

been prepared from the foundation of the world. In its appear-

ance it takes the other aspect, and is developed in it (Mark iv.

26-29). It is like seed which a man casts into the earth, and,

while he sleeps, the seed springs up, and the earth brings forth

first the blade, then the ear, after that the fuU corn in the ear.

But according to the practical idea of it, the kingdom of God
in the teaching of the Lord is a divine order of things, which is

realized through Christ the Eedeemer, as one developing itself from

within. That it is a divine order of things, is clear from the de-

claration that it was not of this world (John xviii. 33-36) ; that

tlie disciples do not belong to the world (Jolm xv. 19) ; that he

only who is of God hears His word (John viii. 47) ; it is in the

world, but not of the world and sinful (John xvii. 15-21). It is,

therefore, a disposition of divine origin and of a divine nature.

Being realized through Christ, it is His kingdom (Luke xxii. 3 ;

Matt. xvi. 18, xiii. 41) ; and the unveiling of it is the revelation

of Christ (Luke xvii. 22-24, 30). It depends upon His scatter-

ing the seed (Matt. xiii. 37); it suffers, is rejected, and wUl come
again (Matt. xvi. 24-28). The contrast to it is formed by the

world, apostate as it is from God (John xvi. 33), and ruled over
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by Satan (John xii. 31, xiv. 30, xvi. 11). The outward devdov-

mcnt of the new disposition of things is from within. It proceeds

from a peculiar inner life of the spirit, which is produced in man
by the Holy Ghost, as Jaith in Christ (John iii. 3 ff.) ; as the child-

like mind, Avhich is unassuming and susceptible to divine things

(Matt, xviii. 3, 4; Luke xviii. 17), depending on repentance

(Matt. iv. 17); as a poverty of spirit which is conscious of its own
insufficiency (Matt. v. 3), with a most heartfelt and honest desire

after righteousness ; as self-denying love to Christ and the brethren

(Matt. X. 37, XX. 20-28). But this spiritual life does not retain

an exclusively internal character. It shows itself in outward

action, by which all the relations of life, and all objects of the will

and procedure, are more and more shaped and transformed into a

new order of things, according to the rule of this spiritual life

(jNIatt. xiii. 3 1 £, 3 3). This development of the kingdom of God

from within is opposed to the view of an outward realization

which is not based on any spiritual life. This merely material

view is resisted by the Lord in the case of the Jews, especially

in Luke xvii. 20, 21. The evTO'^ may be taken here as equivalent

to ivithin, as in Ps. ciii 1, in the LXX. ; or also as among you, as

Xenoph. Anab. vi. 1, 5, inside the phalanx. The second inter-

pretation is to be preferred, because the Lord is speaking to

Pharisees, to whom He could not very well say that the kingdom

was inwardly in them. But even thus the word retains an in-

timation of the internal character and spirituality of the kingdom.

Together with this stress laid on its invisible nature, the Lord

also depicts (in ver. 24) this same kingdom as appearing visibly.

The kingdom of God is also the communion of spirits founded

hy Christ. The idea of the ^aaiXeia implies that the divine

system of life tends to a community of spirits. By the kingly

will of God they are united in a common life in inward affinity.

As the kingdom of God on earth, it is, in the first place, a

fclloivship of men. This is clearly conveyed in the generally

figurative delineations of Jesus. Thus, in the parable of the

field (Matt. xiii. 24 f., 37 f., cf. 47-50); of the sitting down
together in common (Matt. viii. 11, 12, cf. xxvi, 29; Luke

xxii. 29, 30); of the great marriage feast (Matt. xxii. 2-14;

Luke xiv. 15-24); of the wise and foolish virgins (Matt. xxv.

1-13); of the labourers in the vineyard (Matt. xx. 1-16) ; and

the like (Matt, xxl 33, 44 ; Mark xii. 1-12; Luke xx. 9-19).
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All of these figures express a fellowship -united for the possession

of a common good, or to exercise some common action.

]t also embraces humanity as a ivholc, ^^'ithout limitation to

any particular part thereof, in contrast to the choice of the

Jewish people. The gospel will be preached to the whole

world (Matt. xiii. 38, 'The field is the world;' xxiv. 14, xxvi.

13, xxviii 19). They shall come both from the east and from

the west (Matt. viii. 11, 12; Luke xiii. 28, 29). Jesus has

other sheep (John x. 16); He invites them from the highways

and hedges (Luke xiv. 2 1 ; Matt. xxii. 1 0). The result of the

actions of the wicked husbandmen (Matt. xxi. 33, 34; cf. John

iii. 16, 17, viii. 12, ix. 5, xi. 9, xvi. 8, xviL 21). We must not

overlook the fact, that the Lord everywhere clearly says that a

great portion of the Jews would not obtain a share in the king-

dom, because they had not accepted the call ; and that He ex-

pressly declares that the Jewish nation should cease to be the

subjects of the kingdom of God (Matt. xxi. 33 f.). Because this

nation first withstood God's ambassadors, and then despised and

rejected them, and subsequently slew the Son ; and because the

rejected stone must be the headstone of the corner; therefore

another people is brought in (Luke xx. 17,18; cf. Tit. ii. 1 4),

—

not a distinct historical nation, but an ideal people, the whole

body of those who are regenerated in the faith in Cln-ist. With

this must be compared the words of the Lord as to the judgment

on the people (Matt. xxiv. 28 ; Luke xvii. 37, xxi. 5, 6, 20, 24)

:

the Jewish commonwealth is the carcase left to the eagles,—the

caput mortuum, as if ripe for judgment.

Just as it embraces humanity without any distinction of

nation, so it also comprises heaven and earth, and likewise the

coming periods of the world, both before and after the judgment.

The Old Testament idea (except in Daniel, especially ch, xii. 2,

1 3) limited the kingdom to the present life, just as many Chris-

tians look upon God's kingdom as being supernatural, and con-

fined to the world to come. The teaching of the Lord is opposed

to both these limitations. According to Matt. xii. 28, xi. 12,

Luke xvii. 20, 21, the kingdom exists on earth, and all nations

on the earth shall receive it (Matt. xiiL 31, 33, viii. 11, 12,^

xxiv. 14). But its prototype is the kingdom of God in heaven

(Matt. vi. 10, V. 10, 12, vi, 33): there Christ is, and the com-

munion with Him is everlasting, death not being a destroyer of
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it (John xii. 26, xvii. 22-24). It likewise embraces all tJwperiods

of man's history, from Christ onwards, both before and after the

judgment (Matt. xi. 11, 12, iv. 17; Luke xvii. 20; Matt, xxviii.

20); also all generations of men, early or late (Matt. xx. 1-16,

XXV. 34 fF.). Hence it is often represented by Christ as future.

Precisely because it embraces all generations of men and all

times, yet, on tlie other hand, although everlasting in its essence, it

is placed in relation to its actual appearance, in the sense that it

is subject to a general temporal development, which has its pre-

scribed epochs and culminating point. This gradual development

is produced by the actual entry of God's kingdom into time and

among mankind : it is thus become man-like. The history of

man is also the history of God's kingdom. Mankind is, indeed,

neither the sole nor the primitive factor of God's kingdom.

Christ constitutes this ; but He Himself is the living principle of

the successive developments of this kingdom, by communicating

His life to this communion of spirits and order of things, or by

revealing Himself (Luke xvii. 30). Consequently the stages of

development of the kingdom of God are the stages and various

modes of His Trapovaia ; and in the consummation of this is pro-

duced the culminating point of its development, the Kpia-L^ is

completed, the distinction between the heavenly and eartlily king-

dom of God is removed, and the iraXiyyeveala, the regeneration

of the world (Matt. xix. 28), has appeared. There are, therefore,

two chief periods of God's kingdom, which are separated by the

epoch of judgment. The Lord describes them as alwve^, and the

present one as 6 alwv ovto<;, and the other as the aioov fxiWcov

(Matt. xii. 32) ; or 6 Kacp6<; ovro<i, and 6 ulmv 6 ip^ofxevo'? (Mark x.

30) ; or o alcou ovTo<i, and o aiwv e'/ceivo? (Luke xx. 34, 35). The

epoch which forms the point of division between the two periods

may be perceived from Matt. xxiv. 3 ff., xxviii. 20, xiii. 40, 49.

By it the characters of the two periods are described. First, the

mixture of good and evil,—the existence together of the kingdom

of God and the world. During this period, it is the task of God's

kingdom to pervade the Koa-fiof, and to win over those who belong

to it (Matt. xiii. 33). Then comes the existence by itself of

God's kingdom in its purity and perfection (Matt. xiii. 40-43),

when " the righteous shall shine forth like the sun in the kingdom

of tlieir Father" (ver. 43).

But this selfsame kir.gilom of God, which among men is thus
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subject to a gradual development, extends hcyond the world of men,

to the angels, who are also comprehended in it. The teaching

of the Lord presupposes the existence of angels, as spirits which

are immortal, and without material bodies distinguished by sex

(Matt. xxii. 30) ; they are raised above the earthly human con-

dition by their intelligence (Matt. xxiv. 36 ; Mark xiii. 32), and

by their holiness and blessedness (Matt, xviii. 1 ; Luke xv. 10).

They had been already known under the old covenant ; but their

position is now more clearly defined by their relation to the Son

of God. Jesus speaks of these spirits in various connections,

when He treats of His own person, or of a blessed immortality.

His mention of them is interwoven with the religious truths

which He propounded. When He met the disciples whom He
had first called (John i. 52), He declares to them that they will

hereafter see the heaven open, and the angels of God ascending

and descending on the Son of man. They would therefore here-

after become conscious that heaven was open as regarded Christ,

—open in the midst of His earthly life for spiritual intercourse,

and for the reception of heavenly power and heavenly ministry.

The Son of man also appears as the object, to minister to whom
the angel-world is sent. He is their Head,—at first, indeed, during

the period of His lowliness, and limited by it,—but they are His

angels (Matt. xvi. 27, xiii. 41, xxiv. 31 ; cf. Mark xiii. 32).

These spirits are, however, placed by the Lord in a moral relation

to man. They always behold the face of their Father in heaven

(jNIatt. xviii. 10). They rejoice over a converted sinner (Luke

XV. 10). This moral relation is doubtless to be understood in

nearly the same way as in Heb. i. 14 ; it is an intercourse

between angels and mankind for the furtherance of some moral

aim in men. We must, for this very reason, assume that the

Lord looked upon angels as members of God's kingdom. They

are His instruments in it,—His instruments in the consummation

of this kingdom by His appearance ; His instruments in the great

work of redeeming and blessing mankind ; His instruments, too,

in the life ot the Lord Himself, at His birth, His resurrection and

ascension, and also on the occasion of His temptation (Matt. iv.

11), and at Gethsemane (Luke xxii. 43),—in every case in har-

mony with the position which they fill in His teaching. But, as

morally intelligent beings, they cannot be mere instruments, and

must also have a x^^rsonal aim ; they must therefore be members
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of God's kingdom, but with this distinction from us, that we are

subjects of redemption, which, as regards the angels, we have no

right to assume. The prayer taught by our Lord, that God's

will may be done on earth as in heaven, must be referred to the

agency of angels (Matt. vi. 10). Owing to the angels, therefore,

the kingdom of God already exists in its truth and reality, entirely

setting aside its continuance on earth. Hence the Lord never

says that it takes its rise on earth, but that it comes to us (Matt,

vi. 10), and is at hand (Matt. iv. 17).

§ 40. TJie Development of the Kingdom of God vjjo^i Earth—The

Church and its Inlurent Means of Grace.

We have to confine our remarks to the hingdom of God on

earth among men, for only as to this does the Lord give us any

further details. As to its connection with the heavenly kingdom,

He affords us some few intimations ; but with regard to this

heavenly kingdom itself, as it at present exists, we have no

teaching at all. It may be said that the Church is not in any

respect identical with the kingdom of God ; but yet the actual

kingdom of God on earth coincides with the Church. Wherever

Christ is at work, there is the kingdom of God. He, however,

works only where His word works, and this takes place where the

Church is ; or inversely, wherever this takes place, in some way
or other the Church will exist.

The Lord expressly speaks of His community upon earth by

the term ^KKk^aia (Matt. xvi. 18, xviii. 17). In the former

passage, indeed, He understands thereby His community on

earth generally in its identity with the kingdom of God (cf.

ver. 19, /SacrtXe/a twv ovpavoiv), so far as it is on earth, but

without any local or temporal restrictions, the Church of Christ

in its universal character. But in the second passage He points

to some local community, the community of believers in some

particular place (according to the connection with vers. 15 and

16). We therefore have the word eKKkria-la in its twofold

meaning, as it is also found in Paul's writings. De Wette has

indeed looked upon this designation of Christ's community as an

anachronism which did not ])roceed from Jesus Himself. But

tliere can be no doubt that He viewed the believers in Him as

forming an outward community, both on account of the institu-

tion of Baptism, and likewise because the inward or spiritual
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community which He desired to found for His disciples must

necessarily lead to an outward fellowship. But the expression

conveying this idea was readily furnished Him by the mother

tongue. The question was here as to the three words >7I5,

iTiy, and ^"^iPP, the last of which, from its derivation, is closely

allied to eKKXrja-ia. The theocratical popular assembly, the con-

gregation of the people, especially the assemblage of the people

at the feasts, and next, in a narrower sphere, the local congrega-

tional gatherings, which for five centuries before Christ had come

together in the synagogues, were all facts so closely bearing on

the matter, that it cannot be conceived why the Lord should

not have been led to express the idea of a Church. The three

Hebrew terms designating the congregation of the people, which

are rendered in the LXX. by the word eKKkrjaia, naturally form

the groundwork of the conception (although a-vvaycoj-q certainly

occurs in the New Testament). In the discourses in St. Matthew

in which the idea occurs, there is, however, nothing which justi-

fies our doubting their originality. The discourses in St. John do

not contain the idea, although it is used in the 3d Epistle of St.

John for the assembly of the community. Yet, on the other

hand, the discourses in St. John contain, very decidedly, a general

idea of the association of believers, which also is manifested out-

wardly (cf. ch. X. 16, ch. xiii.-xvii.).

The most general diaracteristics which constitute the identity of

the Church with the ^aaiXeia rov Qeov need no very diffuse dis-

cussion. The fellow^ship of believers with Christ has been before

treated of. The spiritual and internal fellowship of believers

naturally follows. The Lord unites faith in Him with love

towards the brethren. He makes this love a Kaivrj ivToXtj (John

xiii. 34), as a commandment peculiar to Himself (ch. xv. 12),

—

" that ye love one another as I have loved you." It is the

characteristic mark of His disciples, in contrast to the hatred

of the world (ch. xv. 17), in reference to which this love was

to be their comfort and compensation. Therefore the apostles

and all believers were to be inwardly one (John xvii. 21), in

virtue of tlieir communion with Cln-ist and the Father ; and this

very union was to be a cause that the world should believe that

Christ was sent by the Father (John xvii. 21). This inward

union necessarily leads to an outward fellowship,—all inner life

striving for an outward manifestation,—as, in the community of
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the apostles during Jesus' stay on earth, was represented by the

figure of an outward fellowship of believers ; and, as He Himself

distinctly intimated, both by His directions and promises to His

apostles (Matt. xvi. 19, xviii. 18, 19 ; John xx. 23 ; Matt, xxviii.

19, 20; Mark xvi. 15), and also by the institution of Baptism

and the Lord's Supper, that an external fellowship among them

was the object of His aun and His anticipation. With this we

must class the decided summons to them to acknowledge their

belief in Him before men (Matt. x. 32, 33; Luke xii. 8, 9
;

cf. Matt. xii. 3 0), as, of course, the whole existence of an outward

community of faith, and, so far, of the kingdom of God, depended

on this confession. By this, too, may be explained the great im-

portance which Jesus attributes to this confession before men

as a fundamentally essential requisition. Pertaining to this

subject, also, is the presupposition of an external union for the

purposes of prayer (Matt, xviii. 19, 20), and the direction (John

xiii. 12 f.) to serve one another mutually, in humble, self-denying

love, for which the washing of the apostles' feet is to be taken as a

pattern. Added to this is the exhortation, that whosoever would

be great in the kingdom of God should seek pre-eminence only in

an active and self-sacrificing willingness of service (Matt. xx.

25-28); that His cause should bring about a dissolution of

previous relations, even the most intimate (INIatt. x. 34 ff., cf.

ver. 17), and bitter persecution (Mark. xiii. 9-13; John xv. 18,

xvi. 1-4) ; but that this, on the other hand, partly originates and

partly presupposes fresh connections and a firm union therein.

Lastly, the special instructions in the case of one believer being

injured by another (Matt, xviii. 15), where the existence of an

external community is expressly decided. Added to this, we

have the parabolic delineations of the kingdom of God on earth,

in which it appears as a fellowship of men. This community,

tlierefore, as one developing itself from within, depends on the

communication of the life of Christ, and is founded, maintained,

and guided hy Him. He thus speaks of the building of His

Church (Matt. xvi. 18), which He desires to found on the rock

Peter. He promises to His people His quickening and guiding

presence until the end of the world (Matt, xxviii. 20). All

authority, as well as all power, is to be attributed by His pre-

sence to even the smallest gatliering of His people in His name

(Matt, xviii. 20) ; and, indeed, in every individual believer He will
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make His abode (John xiv. 23). To His people He will com-

municate the Holy Spirit of truth (John xvi. 7, cf. xv. 26), so

that He will always abide in them (John xiv. 16, 17), and will

fulfil all the prayers made by believers in His name (John xiv. 13,

XV. 7, xvi. 23). As being founded and guided by Him, the Church

has an immovable existence (Matt. xvi. 18), and the gates of death

shall not prevail against it, cf. Job xxxviii. 17. Hades in this

passage may be compared to the Shcol in Sol. Song. viii. 6, 7 : it

is the destroying idea, the powers opposed to divine life, which

are supposed to be combined in a strong castle, as if in a king's

palace (Luke xi. 21, 22), which stands in hostile opposition to

God's temple. The building of the Church founded by Christ upon

a rock is, on the contrary, of sure and firm continuance. In the

idea of Christ's Church, these are the general characteristics which

constitute its identity with the conception of God's kingdom.

Christ's luord, Baptism, and the Lord's Supper appear as the

special signs of the peculiarity of the Church, or, as the ground-

work of God's kingdom upon earth.

The word of Christ is the authentic testimony of God's Son

(John iii. 11) ; the word of God (John xii. 48-50, xiv. 10, vii.

1 6, xvii. 6) ; the truth which sanctifies and sets free from sin

(John viii. 31 f., xvii. 17), It is the spirit and the life (John

vi. 63), the life-giving seed from which sprung the new spiritual

life of men, and from which subsequently the Church of Christ

grows up, although this seed does not always fall in good ground

(Matt. xiii. 3, 9 ; cf the parallel passages). By this word is faith

brought about (John xvii. 20, v. 24); and by this word will

unbelievers be judged at the last day (John xii. 48). Whosoever

hears the word and acts according to it, is brought thereby into a

spiritual relation and spiritual communion with Christ, and is a

partaker in His salvation (Luke viii. 21, xi. 28.) Whosoever

abides in it and keeps its commandments, his prayers will be

heard as being in fellowship with Christ, and he will receive the

Spirit of truth (John xv. 7, 14, 15-17). Thus the word of

Christ is essentially the first groundwork of His Church, or of the

community of believers on earth. Men possess it only through

Christ. But it is not the full and complete groundwork, for Bap-

tism and the Lord's Supper follow, and are closely connected with it.

With regard to Ba'ptism, only a few utterances are recorded

:

the command to baptize (Matt, xxviii. 19 : Mark xvi. 16), and
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the passage Jolm iii. 5, which must be interpreted as an allu-

sion to baptism ; to this must be added the statement that the

Lord caused His disciples to baptize (John iv. 1, 2). The com-

mand to baptize, which connects togethei the two ideas of haiHism,

and teaching or mahing men into dzscijjles, for this very reason

shows that, in addition to the word, baptism is also the way to

Jesus. This idea is also clearly implied in Mark xvi. 16. Like-

wise also, in John iii. 5, the participation in the kingdom of God
is conditional on a birth, not only of the Spirit, but also of water.

From this passage it is clear that the Spirit, as the regenerating

principle, receives an elementary groundwork by His union with

the water, by which also the negative side of purification from the

world, and the positive side of entry into a new life, are com-

prehended. With respect to the question as to infant baptism,

this cannot be directly proved from the words of the Lord. His

language about little children (Matt. xix. 13 ff., xviii. 3) proves,

indeed, that individuals of this tender age were not to be ex-

cluded from Him, and that it was the susceptible and confiding

mind of childhood which rendered men susceptible of the word

of God and the influence of Christ. On the one hand, however,

we know not whether the children were of altogether tender

years ; and although we may also say that no earlier point can

indeed be fixed at which an absolute non-susceptibility could

commence, yet, on the other hand, it is only Christ's blessing

which is in question ; and, if we consider the combination of the

word and baptism which exists in the command to baptize (Matt,

xxviii. 19), and the promise (Mark xvi. IG), we must see that

baptism of infants exists, at all events, in some different sense

than in the case of adults.

"With regard to the Lord's Supper, the only passages we have

to consider in the Synoptists are tlie narratives of its institution

(Matt. xxvi. ; Mark xiv. ; Luke xxii. ; cf. 1 Cor. xi.). In John,

we have the momentous utterances of our Lord, as to eating the

flesh and drinking the blood of Christ, contained in John vi.

The institution took place at the last passover feast, whilst

Jesus was at the table with the disciples ; but it was neverthe-

less a matter to be specially distinguished from tlie passover

meal. This latter point is clear, even in Matthew and Mark,

altliough we are only told that the distribution of the bread took

place vjhile ikcy were eating. Tliis cannot be taken as the
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jprcctcritum, in favour of -which view an appeal has vainly been

made to Matt. xiv. 21. But it can only mean while they were

sitting at table, and must not be referred to the time whilst they

were engaged in eating the passover meal. Even were this the

case, Jesus' action would be distinguished from the passover meal

itself; because Jesus, even according to Matthew and Mark,

accompanied the distribution of the bread and wine with a special

command, and also specially invited them thereto. The distinc-

tion appears even more decidedly in Luke and Paul, by whom the

delivery of the cup is said to have taken place after supper.

This addition is evidently intended to distinguish the cup from

that which was drunk from at the solemnization of the passover

meal, the latter only introducing the former.

The meaning of the action is, at all events, chiefly that of a

memorial rite. Although this may be gathered from the signifi-

cance which Jesus attaches to the matter, it is completely placed

beyond doubt by the accounts in Luke and Paul, which tell us

that Jesus, in delivering the bread and cup (Paul), said, " This do

in remembrance of me,"—an addition which certainly did not

proceed from the subsequent rite, but, just on account of its

actual existence, might have been the more readily omitted in

Matthew and Mark, as John, in his selection of narratives, passed

over the account of the institution as a point which was well

known through the solemnity itself Besides, the reference in

the Synoptists to drinking it new ivitli them in His Father's king-

dom, renders it generally probable that the Lord, as Paul says,

intended a memorial rite, which was to be repeated until the time

of His appearance. More closely considered, however, the Lord's

Supper is an action of the liveliest remembrance of Christ, as

sacrificed for us, as the Redeemer who died to reconcile us ivith God.

But the main question now is, Li ivhat relation do the bread

and wine stand to the body and blood of the Lord ? This essen-

tially depends on the interpretation of the words tovto icrn k.t.\.

The assertion should never have been made, that, according to

these words, onlj/ the symbolical, or only the material view could

be adopted. Both views are possible, whatever the words may
have meant in the Aramaic. ^Ecmv may mean ' signifies,' or ' is,'

and even Jolm vi. is not compulsory on the point. In John vi.

the idea is expressed, which, in the Lord's Supper, is developed

into a rite. But the verses 51-58 may bear a twofold mean-
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ing : either a mere believing appropriation of the offered up

humanity of Christ, or an enjoyment (resulting from faith) of the

humanity of Christ offered up in His atoning death, but glorified

in heaven ; or, on the other hand, that this humanity was (ac-

cording to the material view) presented in the Lord's Supper in

the elements of bread and wine. But ver. 55 is not decisively

in favour of this latter view ; for the akr^Om retains all its due

force, even if nothing but a spiritual nourishment in the narrower

sense is here intended. Therefore, even according to this pas-

sage, the symbolical view is still permissible. Taking as our

basis, therefore, the words used in the institution, and the passage

in St. John's Gospel, hoth views are e<ieegetically tenable. In the

srjrribolical view, according to which the material elements, the

bread and wine, are the symbols of Christ's body given for us in

His death, and of His blood shed for us, but are only this, the

outward partaking of the two elements is only a symbolical

action,—an act of spiritual enjoyment,—in which we eat and drink

the outward elements in lively faith, and thus inwardly appro-

priate to ourselves Christ's body that was offered, and Christ's

blood that was shed for us (at least the spiritual fruit thereof),

and thereby receive a strengthening of our communion of life

with the Hedeemer who died, rose again, and was glorified for us.

Thus the symbolical view extends far beyond a bare Zwinglian-

ism, and looks upon the matter in a way which is not unworthy

of the important moment. But yet this view certainly fails to

grasp a special peculiarity of the Lord's Supper, and of that which

it affords, and is very far from representing all that is contained

in the act, according to the material interpretation. But this

latter is likewise, at least, very feasible. This (tovto) bread is

my body ; this cup (or what is contained in it) is my blood.

The principal objection which has been brought forward to this,

from an historico-grammatical standpoint, is, that at the time of

the institution the disciples could not have taken the words in

this sense, because the Lord Himself was still present with them.

But this cannot be considered as decisive. Many utterances of

our Lord were not rightly understood by the disciples until a

subsequent period, when they had received the Spirit ol truth,

and were enabled to survey the whole course of His appearance

in all its important connection (John ii. 22, xx. 9). And even

if we are compelled to assume that the first Lord's Supper, at it3
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institution, was not quite identical in its character with all sub-

sequent celebrations, this need not cause us any difficulty ; for

our present solemnization of it is, indeed, subject to another

change, when the fellowship of the Lord with believers shall have

assumed another form, and He will drink it new with them in

the kingdom of His Father (Matt. xxvi. 29). Only, it must be

confessed, that no stringent necessity is presented to us for con-

sidering the material interpretation as the only correct one, and

excluding entirely the symbolic view. We have hitherto spoken

only of the exegetical interpretation of the words used in the

institution of the Lord's Supper, taken by themselves. It is quite

a different matter with regard to the question whether, by a con-

sideration of the personality and the work of Christ, we may not

be led beyond this purely exegetical result. On this point Paul's

language in 1 Cor. x., the words of Jesus in John vi. as to the

eating and drinking of His flesh and blood, and the dependence

of salvation and life on the participation in these, and especially

His reference to His exaltation and heavenly glorification as an

explanation of the "hard saying" (John vi. 60-63), and, on the

other hand, the apostle's representation of Christ as the Paschal

Lamb, and, consequently, the whole system of types with which

the Lord's Supper is thus connected, are all matters of the highest

degree of importance. John the evangelist evidently looks upon

the crucified Christ as the Paschal Lamb (John xix. 36), quoting

the Lord's words to Moses, " A bone of him shall not be broken
"

(cf. Ex. xii. 46), and applying them to Christ's sufferings on the

cross. In 1 Cor. v. 7 Paul expressly says that we have a Paschal

Lamb in Christ, If the Christ who died for us is to be considered

as a type of the paschal lamb, we are thereby led to a real and

material comprehension of the body and blood of Christ in the

Lord's Supper. If we carry back our thoughts to the transaction

itself, we find Jesus with His disciples just as they were engaged

in the solemnization of the passover meal,—that significant feast

which had preceded the deliverance of the people out of their

Egyptian bondage, as a solemn appropriation of the atonement

which preserved the people from the destroying angel, so that

they participated in the divine deliverance from their position of

bondage. From this feast, Jesus passes on to an action in which

He describes his body as that given to death, and His blood as

the blood of the new covenant. WJiat can seem more feasible,

R
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than tliat witli the new covenant a new covenant-feast should be

founded ? And, as in the old covenant the lamb which had been

slain in the sanctuary as an expiation was subsequently eaten,

so now the body and blood of Christ, which in the new covenant

had been offered up as an atonement, was similarly an object of

participation in the solemn feast of this covenant. How much
to the purpose it scem^, to understand this participation as a

substantial one ! Certainly not materially (c£ John vi.), but with

a view to the fact that He who gave Himself up to death was on

the point of meeting with a heavenly glorification, and in a posi-

tion to offer to His people His glorified humanity. Thus, He
who was offered as an atonement for us, is also He who is offered

for the nourishment of our life. But if this is not to be taken

in a merely spiritual light, but in the comprehensive sense in

which the Scriptures generally, especially the New Testament,

understand the idea of life, and in which sense it everywhere

appears in the v\rritings of St. John, the above-mentioned view of

the Lord's Supper is brought very closely home to us. The

question is, as Christ is our Eedeemer, having offered up His

body and blood in death for us, is He not also the focus of life,

by which is communicated both spiritual life, and also the life

w^hich glorifies our corporeal element, and communicated, indeed,

in that very form which He sanctified and bequeathed to us in

the Lord's Supper ? In this, everything essentially depends on

the idea formed as to the person of Christ, and not merely on the

exegetical result of the words used at the institution. For this

very reason, at the age of the Eeformation, the controversy was

not merely an exegetical, but rather a dogmatical one, dealing

with the idea and nature of the person of Christ. The words of

the Lord, that He was " the green tree " of humanity, may also

embrace the substantial view of the Lord's Supper. Christ is the

green tree of life,—the tree which once grew in paradise,—the

fruit of which would have preserved men from death, and led

them to spiritual glorification, even of their corporeal element.

This source of life has again sprung up among manldnd in the

person of the Eedeemer. It is His flesh and blood, and in His

flesh and blood it is connnunicatcd ; Init so conimunicated, that, as

pointed out in John vi. 63, it is the spirit which maketh alive. For

this very reason, His death must be understood in connection

with His ascension, exaltation, and heavenly glorification. At all
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events, the Lord's Supper is a higlily important groundwork of

tlie Christian Church, and is given to believers for the strengthen-

ing of their faith, and as a continuous quickening and confirma-

tion of a spiritual communion of love.

These, then, are the means of grace wliich form the groundwork

of the Church as the community of believers or of God's kingdom,

but only in this aloov, for which reason also they are subject to

change. The Church will continue in a future aloav, but not in the

same shape. But, evidently, baptism and the Lord's Supper can

only remain entirely the same so long as the material elements

are entirely the same. Nevertheless, these means of grace are the

inexhaustible and pregnant groundwork of Christ's Church on earth.

§ 41. The Development of the Kingdom of God ^tjyon Earth—The

Nature of the Church in this World.

In the first place, we find even already existing in the Church

of our Lord, faith, love, and a knowledge of the true God and

Eedeemer (Jolin xvii. 3), a perseverance in keeping to the word

and commandments of Christ {lirofjbovri, John xiv. 21-24, xv. 10),

and, as a result of this, a production of much fruit from the

seed of God's word (Matt. xiii. 33 ; John. xv. 5, cf. 16), a follow-

ing of Christ (John xii. 26 ; Matt. x. 38), a fearless confession of

the Lord (Matt. x. 32, cf. vers. 26-31), and a testimony of Him
(John XV. 27; Acts i. 8), prayer in the name of Christ (John

xiv. 13, XV. 7, 16, xvi. 23; cf. Luke xi. 9-11; Mark xi. 23,

24), union for prayer and action in His name (Matt, xviii. 20),

the joy and peace of Christ (John xiv. 27, xv. 11, xvi. 22, 24,

33). Only in this aluiv all these attributes are incomplete, the

need for repentance continually remaining (Matt. vi. 12), and for

divine preservation from temptation, as well as for personal watch-

fulness (Luke xxi. 34-36; Matt. xxvi. 41). The purification

(John XV, 2) and the sanctification of believers is also required

(John xvii. 1 7) ; for, although they are born of the Spirit (John iii.),

yet the influence of the aap^ and its weakness is not removed.

In the apostolic sphere, Peter is a striking example of this weak-

ness : like him, we also often need re-conversion (Luke xxii.

31-34, cf. 61, 62). This leads us to the second part of our

subject.

This is the juxtaposition of the Church and the world, the

/cocr/i09 (John xvii. 11-16, xv. 18 ff
.

; Matt, xviii. 7). Believers
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are not of the world, but in it ; and from the world offences

come ; the world, too, is the field on which the seed is sowed

(Matt. xiii. 38). The word of Christ implants faith. The re-

prehending conviction of the Holy Ghost will lead the world to

faith and righteousness, that it may escape the judgment prepared

for the prince of this world (John xvi. 8-11). But believers

ever need to be kept from the world, and to this end our Lord

prays to the Father (John xvii. 15). Among the children of the

kingdom, the bad seed is sown by the wicked one, as the enemy

of God and His kingdom, so that the children of God and the

children of the wicked one must live together both locally and

temporally (Matt. xiii. 24, 30, 37-43). This parable has a two-

fold meaning : not only that the co-existence of Christians and

non-Christians affords a constant occasion for moral conflict, but

also, and chiefly, that the children of the wicked one grow up

among Christians who confess the Lord ; and not as the mere re-

mains of the pre-Christian period, but, on the contrary, they spring

up in the midst of the Church itself. On this close juxtaposition

is based a twofold feature in the Church of amv ovTo<i : (1) The

mingling of genuine and non-genuine members
; (2) distinctive

grades in the members of the Church who are not to be considered

as non-genuine.

The Church, therefore, embraces within itself certain non-

genuine members. Not even all those who call upon the name
of the Lord are members of His Idngdom (Matt. vii. 21), but only

those who do the will of His Father. In addition to this, the

Church finds its temptations and enemies among its own body :

for none of its members are innate in it ; on the contrary, those

who are born within its sphere must be brought into a state of

genuine membership in the Christian life by means of regeneration

by water and the Spirit, The Church, therefore, is continuously

affected by this mixture in its members ; and even in the narrow

circle of the twelve apostles, chosen by the Lord Himself,—the

prototype of the Church,—in tliis alwv all M'crc attacked, and none

remained untouched by temptation (Luke xxii. 31, 32), and one

was a devil (John vi. 70, cf. xvii. 12). Notwithstanding the

scandal in tlie Church arising therefrom, the Lord teaches in the

parables in Matt, xiii., of the tares in the field and the fisherman's

net, that this mixture of good and evil was both presupposed

and tolerated by Him. Indeed, He speaks of His desire that His
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people should not form an opinion in the matter, for men are not

possessed of any infallible power of judgment ; and besides this,

those who now belong to the world may, sooner or later, by the

efficacy of the word and means of grace, be brought into the

community of Christ. This mixture of good and evil was not,

therefore, to be outwardly dealt with ; but the Church was to

increase more and more through the power of the Spirit inwardly

working in it, and in like measure those who belonged to the

world were to be won from it. But a division is surely im-

pending. It will not, however, be the work of man, but of the

divine judgment. A comparative capability of recognising the

genuine members of the Church is not thus denied ; and, that the

genuineness of God's kingdom as a wdiole cannot cease, is guaranteed

to us by the word and other means of grace, and the promise of

the Lord that He Himself will be ever present with His Church.

The distinction of degrees among the genuine members of the

Church appears chiefly in some being eminent for activity and

taking the lead, and in others being recipients of their ministry

and guidance. Thus, in the very earliest times, in the sphere

of the disciples themselves, we find our Lord recognising Peter

as being fit to guide the others (John i. 42; Matt. xvi. 18,

19 ; Luke xxii. 32 ; John xxi. 15). The apostles themselves, on

the other hand, as a body, stand in the position of guides and

teachers to other believers (Acts i. 8 ; John xv. 2 7, xvii. 2 ;

Matt, xxviii. 19 ; Mark xvi. 15 ; John xx. 21-23). They were,

too, to be His witnesses to the people. But from Matt. x. 40-42
we see that still other distinctions arose : He distinguishes here

between apostles, jpro'phds, righteous men, and disciples. The latter

is, perhaps, the most general designation, and marks the lowest

stage among believers. The discijjles are all who received in-

struction in common from Him, and came to Him with a readiness

to learn of Him (cf. Matt. xi. 29, 30). These disciples become

righteous men, who have actually attained to the ScKatoavvr] ©eov.

The righteous man may become a prophet, provided with the

gift of the Holy Spirit, viz. the specific irpo^TjTela ; and with this

might the airoardXr} be finally united. The apostle combined in

his own person the attributes of disciple, righteous man, prophet,

and apostle. We have also the distinction between the adults

in grace and the little ones, that is, the weak and young (Matt.

xviii. 5, 6), and the erring, who need to be directed right, and to
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he helped according to the principle of love which seeks for and

saves them (Matt, xviii. 11-14); which, indeed, does not foster

the sin, but promotes its confession, with a view of saving and not

of destroying. If one brother has injured another, the latter

should in confidence represent it to him (Matt, xviii. 15, 16
;

Luke xvii. 3, 4), and should forgive him as often as he repents

(Matt, xviii. 21, 22) ; but, of course, only on condition of liis re-

pentance, as without this he could not be said to have won over

his brother. But if the offender will not listen to the private

representation, one or two other brethren are to be called as

witnesses (cf Deut. xix. 15); and if this was of no avail, the

matter was to be brought before the local community (Matt, xviii.

1 7). Throughout all these stages the offender is to be dealt with

entirely according to the principles of redeeming love. But this

love has its limit : it is not the part of the Church to foster the

sin. If, therefore, the offender declines to listen to the Church,

he must cease to belong to it ; and, as far as he is concerned, the

bond of brotherhood is loosed (Matt, xviii. 1 7).

The general charge of guiding the community and preaching

the word leads to other duties and charges,—that of praying in

the name of the Church, and of announcing to individuals the

forgiveness of sins. The former charge was committed to them

(Matt, xviii. 19), and the words of the apostles in Acts vi. 4 are

fully in harmony with it. For the second charge, the authority

is given them in John xx. 23, and Matt. xvi. 19, xviii. 18.

But everything which the apostles and other individuals do of an

authoritative character is to be done, not in a spirit of temporal

dominion, but in the spirit of Christ's rule, and of a self-sacrificing,

beneficent, and, in all its superiority, ministering love. Hence
our Lord's earnest injunction against desiring to be among the

chiefs in God's kingdom (Luke xxii. 24 ff. ; Matt, xxiii. 8-11,

xviii. 1-4).

§ 42. The Bevclopynent of the Kingdom of God upon Earth— Tlie

Course of Development of the Church on Earth.

Just as, under the Old Testament dispensation, a divine prophecy

was given in respect to the gradual development and final shape

of the divine kingdom, so Jesus also predicted the future course

of God's kingdom,— sometimes, indeed, only in single features, in

depicting which He pointed to the future universal spread of the
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gospel and its acceptance by all nations (Matt. viii. 11, 12, xxvi.

13 ; John xvii. 23, x. 16, xii. 31 f.), sometimes in more con-

nected language, both in didactic statements and in parables.

Among the discourses on the point, we have particularly Luke
xvii. 20 ff., and then, just before His death, the comprehensive

discourse in Matt. xxiv. f., Mark xiii., Luke xxi. 5 fF. It is

possible that Matthew, here as elsewhere, combined in one suit-

able connection various utterances of Jesus which were spoken at

different times. The parables bearing on the point were also

delivered in the last period of Jesus' life, as that of the tenants of

the vineyard (Matt. xxi. 33), of the marriage feast (Matt. xxii.

2-14), of the talents (Matt. xxv. 14-30; cf. Luke xix. 12-27),

of the bridegroom coming (Matt. xxv. 1-12).

The chief epochs brought forward are the first and last periods,

which are inwardly allied with one another, and the interval lying

between these two points.

The first ei^och is the destruction of the Jewish state and

church. Thus was the national basis overthrown on which

the Old Testament dispensation was founded, and on account of

which the kingdom of God could make its appearance in this

nation only (John iv. 22 ; Matt. x. 5 f. ; Luke ix. 1 ff., x. 1 ff.).

The Lord Himself limits His personal ministry to Israel (Matt.

XV. 24) ; and in Israel does the Church first grow up, although it

is destined to embrace all nations. If Israel as a body had
fallen in with the counsel of God, the Church would have ex-

tended itself from them as a centre, and have spread simply and

constantly among all nations. The grain of mustard-seed would

gradually have grown up into a tree, in the branches of which

all nations would have lodged. But the opposition of the Jews
necessitated another course of development,—a mighty severance of

a portion of this nation, a judgment upon it, and a breach between

God's kingdom and the nation as a nation. The Lord declared

this most distinctly, as in the forcible parable (Matt. xxi. 33, 34)

of the tenants of the vineyard, and in that of the marriage feast

(ch. xxii. 1-14; cf. Luke xiv. 16-27). The Lord speaks still

more plainly in the prediction of the destruction of Jerusalem

(Matt. xxiv. f.), in the week of passion, on the Mount of Olives.

In all three gospels the account begins in a similar way, with the

declaration of the approaching complete destruction of the temple.

Then follows the question, when these things shall be ? Jesus'
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answer relates chiefly to the destruction of Jerusalem (]\Iatt. xxiv.

5-28 ; Mark xiii. 5-23 ; Luke xxi. 8-24). In St. John we do

not find this prediction, although perhaps the words in ch. ii. 19

may be considered as an intimation of it
;
perhaps, too, and even

more decidedly, the statement as to the cessation of divine service

on Mount Sion (ch. iv. 21). All that He predicted took place,

and no one could have foreseen ic from a merely human stand-

point. This event has truly become an epoch in the development

of the Church. From that time forwards the divine judgment on

the Old Testament economy was manifestly placed beyond doubt,

and the independence of the Christian Church was likewise ren-

dered certain. This destruction of the external nation was not to

be identical with the founding of the Church. The Christian com-

munity must first exist, in order that it may draw to itself all the

sound elements in the organism of the Old Testament theocracy.

As the latter is now a carcase, therefore the eagles are gathered

together (Matt. xxiv. 28). Moreover, its destruction frees the

Church from all kind of persecution and restriction on the part of

the Jews ; and, helping to free it from Judaistic elements, proves

it to be an emanation of divine power for all times and peoples.

This epoch bears, therefore, a twofold character, as a judgment

and a deliverance. And this is what it has in common with the

last epoch. The colouring of the representation is therefore some-

what similar in both. On the old theocracy a Kpia-i'^ had come
;

and, as regarded the Christian Church, a similar judgment was

impending in the avvreXeia k.t.X.

But in the interval between these two epochs lies the 'period of

the spread of Christianity among all nations. With this is con-

nected His exhortation to a proper use of the talents entrusted to

us, and to a patient waiting for Him (Luke xvii. 22). Not only

had He enjoined on His apostles this propagation of the gospel

(Matt, xxviii. 20), and sulHciently proved the universal nature of

God's kingdom, but He also brings it forward as a prediction in

connection witli His prophecy as to the last days (Matt. xxiv. 1 4

;

Mark xiii. 10). There are utterances on this point also in

St. John : not only the words to the Samaritan woman (ch. iv. 23),

but also in the passage as to other sheep which Jesus has, and the

one flock under one Shepherd (ch. x. IG). In His parables the

Lord alludes in various ways to the calling of the heathen, as in

that in which the people are said to be invited from the highways
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and hedges to come to the feast (Matt. xxii. 9 ff. ; Luke xiv. 23),

after those that were bidden had refused to come ; and also in the

parable of the labourers in the vineyard, and their increase from

hour to hour (Matt. xx. 1). He is the Bridegroom for whom His

people are to wait and watch, ready both for the joyful feast and

for His service. But the progress of God's kingdom on earth is,

in the first place, left to the exertion of man ; for the Lord Him-
self charged the apostles with the first propagation of His Idng-

dom. And in the parable (Mark iv. 26-29) He interferes only at

the beginning and end, in the sowing and reaping, the interven-

ing development itself (ver, 28) taking place without Him : the

growing corn, the Church, is left to itself (avTo/xdrr}). This course

of development goes, therefore, through manifold phases, con-

ditional on the zeal or indolence of Christ's disciples in every

age,—depending, indeed, on the whole history of mankind. This

period, therefore, may be far more protracted than seemed likely

at the beginning, when the consummation of the first epoch was

alone looked to. The Lord has, however, fixed no time for it.

The last epoch must, nevertheless, surely come to pass before.

This last epoch is the avvrekeia tov alcovo^, the entire cessation

of the present temporal period. In the parables (Matt, xiii.), it is

pointed out as the final severance of the world from God's king-

dom. In it, also, there again appears a peculiar agency of the

Lord (Mark iv. 29). This epoch is also spoken of as the day of

judgment (Matt. vii. 22, xxiv. 37 ff.) ; as the last day (John vi.

39, 44, 54) ; and as the decisive hour (John v. 28), At all

events, the Lord also speaks of this end of the world in His great

discourse (Matt. xxiv. £), though whether the TeA,o9 (ver. 6) applies

to it is doubtful; but, at any rate, the section (vers. 29-31)

refers to this event (cf. Mark xiii. 24-27; Luke xxi. 25-27).

In this, the answer is given to the second part of the question on

which the discourse is based. In earlier times, indeed, endeavours

have been made to apply even this section to the destruction of

Jerusalem. But this view is opposed by the fact that, with the

ev9e(i}<i in ver. 2 9, something new evidently begins ; and also, that

tliis view cannot explain the words referring to the changes in the

heavenly bodies, except in a very forced way. The view, how-

ever, that this section is intended to refer to the avvTekeua r.

alcov., but that Jesus deceived Himself not only in drawing a

parallel between the events of the first and last epoch, but also in
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uniting them with one another as ahnost contemporary, is contra-

dicted by the fact that He presupposes the spread of the gospel

over the whole earth as taking place before tliis final end ; and

also, that He represented this diffusion as taking place within one

generation of men, which would be quite contrary to His general

sober view of history. Indeed, His expressions immediately

afterwards, as to the impossibility of any time being fixed for this

(TvvTekeca rov alcovo<;, cannot easily be reconciled with the above-

named view. The Lord expressly says, in Matt. xxv. 1—13, that

He would come later than was expected ; and that, therefore, the

servant would say, "My Lord delayeth His coming" {j(povL^eL,

Matt. xxiv. 48 ; Luke xii. 45) ; that He would come fieTo. iroXvv

'Xpovov (Matt. xxv. 19). He here distinctly expresses the late-

ness of the end to be expected ; and in several parables He also

represents the calling of men into His kingdom, and also its

spread and accomplishment, as something which would take place

very gradually, and as a long course of development. It is there-

fore impossible that He could have desired to state that the end

of the world would follow immediately after the destruction of

Jerusalem. With regard to this, therefore, a choice of two things

appears to be presented to us. Either it is assumed that the

word €v6i(o^ is not correctly reported,—but this is always the last

resource of the exegetist,—or, the section beginning ver. 29 is

not directly referred to the last epoch. After the Lord, in a

gradual development of the course of events, and after warning

His disciples against delusions, had shown forth the fall of the

Jewish nation, then is said to follow the overthrow of heathenism

and the gradual spread of God's kingdom (ver. 31), with the

promise (ver. 34) that, until that time arrived, the nation should

not cease to exist (Dorner). There is, of course, no doubt that

'yevea may be referred to the nation, and by no means (Strauss)

must signify the then existing generation. But, on the other

hand, this last meaning of r^evea is possible, and even probable
;

but only the beginning of all these things (the predicted events,

as the signs in the fig-tree, which show the approach of summer,

Ijut not its complete arrival) must be placed in the time of this

generation. On the other hand, the interpretation of ver. 29 as

depicting the overthrow of heathenism, especially of the worship

of the stars, is altogether too artificial. Others get over the

difficulty by recognising in vers. 29-31 the judgment on the then
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existing world, the Eoman empire (a-Tj/xetov, in ver. 30, is the

cross of Constantine), vers. 30 and 31 representing the first

mighty spread of the gospel, and the gathering together of the

Church on earth, in which the Lord Himself would appear to

come. If we amplify this into a Jfigure of the mighty changes

which were brought about by Christianity in all relations, we
should have an explanation at all events possible. But even

then, both ver. 29, and also vers. 30 and 31, which appear most

fittingly as a description of the final judgment, do not retain their

full force.

Supposing now that the evdeci}<i in ver. 29 is taken in its

proper meaning, and not as an equivalent to suddenly (wliich is

evidently impossible), and that vers. 29-31 are interpreted in

the most natural way as referring to the latest future, still an

explanation may be found of this conjunction of events by assign-

ing it to the nature of projjJiecy, which, in a far-reaching, prospec-

tive delineation, can depict distant objects as close at hand, and,

in spite of a preparatory interval,^ can comprehend in one glance,

even as regards time, events which are ideally allied. The

difficulty is not to be denied ; but it need not be considered

strange, if considered as belonging to the province of prophecy.

At all events, the fact remains that the Lord most decidedly

states that the time of this avvTeXeia cannot be fixed ; and this

the apostles also have maintained.

The whole course of this development, as regards its chief

epochs, is conditional on the advent of the Lord, and the judgment

coming on the earth. The irapovaia of Christ is spoken of in

]\Iatt. xxiv. (vers. 27 and 39) and Luke xvii. (vers. 24, 30). It

will be as a lightning flash, which lights up the whole horizon.

This coming of the Lord affects, however, the first as well as the

last epoch of God's kingdom.

In St. John, the Lord speaks much of a certain inward coming

(ch. xiv. 18, 23, xvi. 17, 19); of His coming through the com-

munication of the Spirit, which is, at the same time, a coming of

the Father to believers. In ch. xvi. 22 is included also the

appearance of the Eisen One. The passage, ch. xxi. 22, 23,

appears to refer to a more outward appearance. John also, in

his first Epistle, speaks of an outward coming. In the Synop-

tists we find very various utterances of Jesus as to His coming.

Sometimes He represents it as very near (]\Iatt. x. 2 3, xvi. 2 8
;
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Luke ix. 27; Matt. xxvi. 24), dirapTi, hereafter they shall see

Him, consequently, He will come ; or, ere the present generation

shall have passed away. We also find them without any time

being fixed (Matt. xxiv. 38, 39 ; Luke xix. 12-15). Or it is an

unexpected coming (Matt. xxiv. 43-46) ; later, perhaps, than was

expected (Matt, xxv, 1-13, cf. xxiv. 48; Luke xii. 45). Also,

His coming is delayed ; and in Matt. xxv. 19 it is expressly

defined as a coming after a long time. The time is described as

indeterminate (Matt. xxiv. 36 ; Mark xiii. 32 ; Acts i. 7). We
thus have this coming described sometimes as close at hand,

sometimes distant, sometimes as determinate, and sometimes as

indeterminate. From aR this we may gather that it is not one

single fact which is in question, but something comprehensive

and continuous. Thus, in the Synoptists, who appear to speak

more of fixed times, we find the statement that He will always

be with His people. In John, on the other hand, in whom the

idea of a spiritual coming prevails. His appearance in the resur-

rection is also brought forward. His constant presence must

therefore be distinguished from the special moments of His extra-

ordinary manifestations, in which, indeed, the former is outwardly

produced. They form a irapovaia of Christ ; and on them the

development of the Church, or kingdom of God, is dependent.

With the irapovaia a continuous judgment is united. The

Lord speaks of the judgment as one that is present (John v. 24,

iii. 18, 19, xii. 31, xvi. 11) ; as one that is future (John v. 29)

;

likewise in tlie Synoptists (Matt. xvi. 27, x. 32, and the parallel

passages). The nature of the judgment is a severance of those

who have assimilated themselves to the gospel from those who

have opposed it. Hence the first epoch of the destruction of

Jerusalem is a judgment, and, as a judgment, precedes the whole

of the further course of development. The gospel is always the

touchstone, by the decision of which men are divided. But

still tlicre remains a residue of the non-susceptible. The final

judgment, therefore, follows at the end of time in the avvTeXeia

Tov alcovo'i.

§ 43. The Kingdom of God in the World to come.

The judgment in the Church of Christ is distinguished from

the universal judgnnent, and is thus represented in the parables

of the ten virgins and of the talents. This former judgment
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has to deal with faithful conduct in Christ's kingdom. By this

completion of judgment the TraXLyyevea-ia is also brought about,

which coincides with the commencement of the alcov fieXkcou.

This relates to the whole world (Matt. xix. 28), and is therefore

a regeneration of the world in general, and consequently a renova-

tion of nature in the sense of Eom. viii. For the faithful, in

particular, it is also the avda-raa-Lq ^(o-q<; (Luke xiv. 14), the

shining forth of the righteous (Matt. xiii. 43) ; and this is a

glorification of the body and not of the spirit only (Matt. xxii.

23-33). The Lord shows that this is based on the quickening

power of the divine omnipotence ; and that it is a glorification

in which all sexual union ceases, is distinctly expressed. The
existence of the righteous will be like that of the angels : they

are viol Oeov ; and there is ^w^ aldovio^ in the full sense of the

word.

It has been maintained, that in St. John's Gospel Jesus

teaches only of a continuous and not of a final conclusive

judgment. But in John v. 29 the latter is clearly spoken of

(cf. 1 John iv. 17). The general characteristic of the judgment
as a separation of good and bad is common to all the discourses

of Jesus. Beyond the last judgment, we have no trace afforded

ns in Jesus' words whereby we might pursue the subject further

than is expressed above.



SECOND PART.

THE APOSTOLIC AGE.

§ 44. Introduction.—Our Sources of Information.

|HE more we endeavour to obtain an insight into

apostolical Christianity as an organic and living

whole, both in its original shape and its historical

development, the more important shall we find

those monuments of the apostolic spirit which owed their

origin to the apostles themselves (Paul, John, Peter, and James).

But, even apart from their origin, the contents of the apostolical

writings prove them to be the richest and the most profound in

the New Testament canon. Certain writings, which do not pro-

ceed from apostles, are also to be considered as chief sources

of information ; for in them, too, we are able to gather an

historical acquaintance with apostolical Christianity. Among
these we reckon the Antilegomena both of the ancient Church

and also of our modern criticism. As, for example, the Epistle

to the Hebrews, which, if not written by Paul himself, was

certainly composed in the apostolical Church, and in the spirit

thereof : this gives a peculiar view of the devclQpment of the

Church, forming in its teaching an evident transition between

that of Paul and John. The Epistle of St. James is also a very

cliaractcristic monument of this age, and its historical value is

acknowledged, in spite of any doubt as to the person of its

author. The Book of Revelation, also, although it may not be

acknowledged as the work of the Apostle John, must at all events

be considered as a very ancient writing of the apostolical Church,

and specially noteworthy in an historical point of view. The

Epistle of St. Jude, and the second and third Epistles of St.

John, are not so important ; but nevertheless they also serve to

complete the whole representation of the apostolic age. Even

tlie second Epistle of St. Peter, which is so unfavourably looked

270
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upon by modern criticism, is shown by its doctrinal purport to

be of an essentially apostolic character. If we thus admit into

our consideration the Antilegomena of the ancient Church, still

less are we entitled to exclude the books objected to in modern

criticism. We shall, therefore, take as our immediate sources

of information the whole of the books of the New Testament,

although we may recognise some gradation in their historical

importance.

In the Acts of the Apostles we have an historical work

belonging to the New Testament, which takes as its aim a

history, although not a complete one, of this age. For this

reason, it must form a very rich and direct source of informa-

tion for us. The book begins with the ascension of Jesus, and

concludes with the second year of St. Paul's imprisonment at

Piome. It has been customary to divide it into two parts, the

first of which (ch. i.-xii.) related the spread of Christianity

among the Jews, the second (ch. xiii.-j^w.) described the same

event as respects the Gentiles,—Peter being the chief personage

in the first part, and Paul in the second. But a threefold divi-

sion seems rather to commend itself, which follows the stages of

development of the Christian community : (1) ch. i.-vii
; (2) ch.

viii.-12
; (3) ch. xiii.-fin. In any case, the last section appears

as the culminating point of the whole history, and therefore that

from which the aim of the book is to be gathered. The whole

narrative has in view to supply a divine vindication for the

ministry of the apostle to the Gentiles ; and this Pauline spirit

is so decided, that the agreement between it and the Pauline

epistles affords the best refutation of the objection that the

Acts of the Apostles has not given the correct historical delinea-

tion of St. Paul. Very ancient testimony ascribes to St. Luke

this book as well as the gospel. This thoroughly agrees with the

tendency of the work, Luke having been, according to Col. iv. 1 4,

Philem. 24, a companion of the Apostle Paul, and is, besides,

described as a Gentile Christian. There can be no doubt that

the Acts of the Apostles forms a direct source of information as

to the historical life of that time, and is also a valuable monu-

ment of the ruling tendency of the spirit peculiar to this time
;

this fact, however, does not do away with the fidelity of the

narrative as to individual persons, their lives and sayings, as

may be shown by a comparison with their own writings.
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All other sources beyond those contained in the New Testa-

ment can only claim a very indirect value : the greater part are

of service merely in allowing inferences to be drawn from them,

or in confirming the direct data which we have at our command,

throwing light upon the latter, and pointing out their connection.

The heathen and Jewish accounts are the furthest removed from

our purpose. The apocryphal epistles and Acts of the Apostles

render us little more than a negative service, their imitative

character making the true picture of those times stand out in a

brighter light. The writings of the apostolical fathers, some of

whom were contemporary with the apostles, are of somewhat

more importance, although these works were not composed until

after the apostles' departure. The first Epistle of Clement of

Eome to the Corinthians takes the lead among these, perhaps also

that of Polycarp to the Philippians. But even these, at the most,

only approach the historical shape of the apostolical times, and

can serve merely for elucidation and corroboration.
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FIRST DIVISION.

THE LIFE OF THE APOSTLES.

^ 4:5. A Consideration of the Suhjcct.

The apostolical life well deserves to be separately treated of in

Biblical Theology, and cannot properly be dealt with as a mere

introduction to the apostolical system of doctrine,—by a few brief

historical notices as to their persons and circumstances. For the

apostolical life is the fulfilled fact of the promise of a higher com-

munication of the Spirit, and of the new life both in thought and

action which was thereby produced, on which the characteristic

development of Christianity in this period was based. But, even

in this part, a limit is set to this historical statement, by the fact

that all we have to deal with are certain characteristic historical

features and the interpretation of them, and, consequently, not a

real history, but merely a selection of facts, the survey of which

may enable a satisfactory idea to be formed. Added to this, we
must not forget that the significance of the facts is not so great

here as in the first part, in which the question was as to the

events on which Christianity is altogether based. In this second

period, therefore, we shall be able to treat this historical part with

more brevity.

The apostolic life was devoted to a gradual course of education,

in which the apostles took the lead of the rest. Its develop-

ment consisted chiefly in a process of separation from the limits

of the Jewish nationality, and the conflicts connected there-

with. These form the centre-point of their history, because in

them the historical character and vocation of Christianity opens

for itself a path. Thus, the actions of the Apostle Paul bearing

on these points, and the preparatory events that preceded them,

must constitute the centre of our statement. Previously, however,

we must notice the first beginnings of the apostolic life generally,

and, as these exhibit their origin in the free, world-renewing

agency of the divine Spirit, we shall naturally proceed to con-

s
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sider those features in which the nature of this agency is dis-

played. Finally, we must cast a glance at the external action

of the apostolical community, both in its outwardly directed

struggles, and also in its pecaliar stamp in prescribed forms,

—

which two points, inasmuch as they generally presuppose the

internal historical development, will most suitably form a con-

clusion. We shall thus keep to the three sections : the apostolic

life ; the development of the apostolic community ; and its external

action. In the first, we have to represent the commencement and

the nature of the life ; in the second, the stages of development

before Paul, and the work of this apostle ; lastly, in the third,

the contest between the Church and the world, and the peculiar

forms of association of the former.

I. THE APOSTOLIC LIFE.

§ 46. The Commencement of the New Life.

The commencement of this life was, indeed, previously prepared

for. But, according to our New Testament records, the feast of

Pentecost was decidedly the opening point of the independent

standing forth of a special Christian life, let the outward events

be considered how they may. From the statements of our

evangelists, it is evident that this life was connected in a certain

sense with the exaltation of Jesus, and that, in particular, the

resurrection became the cause of the peculiar confirmation and

elucidation of the faith. This may be gathered from the narra-

tives in the gospels of Jesus' appearances after the resurrection,

and of His words on these occasions, and the effects of both.

Faith in the resurrection itself and its necessity, and likewise in

the necessity of His sufferings and death (cf the teaching of Jesus,

Luke xxiv.), was already to some extent a clearing up of their idea

as to the Messiahsliip. Their faith and their wliole life would thus

necessarily acquire a degree of independence, by means of wliich

they would less and less need a visible intercourse with Jesus.

His appearances, therefore, occurred only at intervals from time

to time, until they ceased in a way which implanted in the

disciples the full consciousness that their Lord now belonged to

the invisible order of things, and tliat, notwithstanding His
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heavenly glorification, He was not removed away from them, but

that, on the contrary, He was now for the first time truly present

with them, i.e. unrestrictedly in a divine way. Thus did their

faith obtain that joyful strength and confidence, in which they

became self-dependent (Luke xxiv. 52, 53; Mark xvi. 20; Acts

i. 11-14). The characteristic of this life is the consciousness of

the fellowship with the Exalted One vouchsafed to every indi-

vidual. They then, still as a matter of an internal character,

proceeded to fill up the number of the twelve apostles (Acts i.

15 ff.). But yet this life remained shut up, as it were, in the

midst of the believers, without developing into any outward

action. They only closely gathered together among themselves

in faith and prayer, and in their mutual waiting in the virepwov

devoted to meditation and devotion (ver. 13). They certainly had

received the promise of a communication of the Spirit which was

to take place in Jerusalem (Luke xxiv. 49 ; Acts i. 4, 5) ; their

position, therefore, was one of expectation. But this waiting was,

as we perceive, a preparative development. For this very reason,

the commission given the disciples, united with the symbolical

act of breathing on them (John xx. 2 1 f.), and the communication

of the Spirit on the day of Pentecost, fit most suitably into one

another. A communication, indeed, took place on the former

occasion, but it had not yet reached the culminating point which

was the requisite for their standing out pubHcly as apostles, and

for an independent, church-founding efficacy. The feast of Pen-

tecost on this account constituted an epoch ; but this had also

been prepared for. All these things form a gradual course of

progress, which depended on the firm conviction of His resurrec-

tion and His ascension, and, by purification of their faith in Him,

and the certainty of standing in dynamic fellowship with Him
who now belonged to a supernatural life, led them on to the

acceptation of their charge as public and active witnesses.

The time of the commencement of the ncio life is, therefore, tho

feast of Pentecost. According to the statement of the Acts of

the Apostles, the apostles, without any preceding personal pre-

paration or calculation, found themselves on that significant day

suddenly urged on to a public testimony that Jesus was the

Messiah. The moving cause was an external and extraordinary

event, which was in full harmony with the significance both of

the day and also of the first public testimony of Jesus. It was
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the very day of the feast itself. For this interpretation of the

words eV tw crvfiifKripovaOat is grammatically correct (although the

other explanation of the approach of the feast is also philologically

possible), and, internally, from the circumstances and the view

evidently taken by the narrator, is the only one admissible.

This great event now ensued, in the first place, externally.

After Jesus had assembled His disciples privately in Galilee, He
had commanded them to wait in Jerusalem ; they might there-

fore on this day have expected some special occmTence. At all

events, they were assembled, according to custom, not in the

temple, but in a private building, into which, however, others

entered who did not belong to the body of disciples (Acts ii. 5 ff.,

13). Then suddenly ensued the external extraordinary pheno-

mena. There came from heaven a noise as of a mighty rushing

wind, and it filled the whole house where they were assembled.

This was addressed to the hearing. But there were also visible

flames of fire in the shape of tongues, which sat upon each of

them, and they began to speak in other tongues, as the Spirit

gave them utterance. But other men also witnessed these

phenomena.^ These were pious Jews from the Biaairopd, who
dwelt scattered abroad among various Gentile nations, but, if

possible, were partakers in the feast at Jerusalem, and especially

desired to resort thither in their old age to spend there the

evening of their lives, and there also to find a grave. The

KaroLKovvTe^ (Acts ii. 5) cannot be understood to mean fixed

inhabitants, but they might be visitors to the feast. As regarded

the acceptance of Christianity, the Hellenistic Jews always showed

themselves more susceptible than those of Palestine ; thus even

now, the former appear to have taken a peculiar interest in the

infant Church. The noise of the rushing wind might have been

audible outside the house to many in the now crowded city. At
all events, a special occurrence was soon observable. The multi-

tude crowded to the house, and found the apostles in a new
and peculiar position, full of the Spirit, and speaking in inspired

language,—each, indeed, hearing them speak in his own tongue

{SloXUtw). This is not a peculiarity of accent, or a subjective

^ Does not the narratiye load us to infer that only believers were present in

the lionse at the time the phenomena took place ? Tlie noise of the wind appears

to have attracted many others, and amongst them some of the devout Jews men-

tioned in ver. 5.—Tu.
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mode of expression or style, or anything of the like, but a dialect

or language. This is proved by the astonishment (vers. 9-11)

of these foreigners from Asia (especially Asia Minor, also Arabia)

and Africa (Egypt, and the region round Gyrene), and also from

Eome, Crete, etc. There were certainly others there who did not

understand any of the languages, and could not therefore share in

the effects of the inspiration, grasping nothing but the outward

signs ; these made it a subject of mockery.

The internal fact connected with this event is the impldion

with the Holy Ghost, as a gift communicated to all present with-

out distinction (not merely to the apostles), by which is intimated

its destination for all men, without distinction of nation, sex,

position, or age. This universality can at first be really and

practically shown only in the community of believers then present

;

but the idea conveys its ultimate application to all men. The

wind and the tongues of fire are the natural symbols of the

communication of the Spirit (cf. John iii. 8 ; Matt. iii. 11). The

fire gives the idea of purity, and the agitated air that of the life-

giving principle. But the Spirit is also symbolized in the subject

by the inspired speaking in unknown tongues, as He who breaks

down the partitions which divide humanity. If we add the

organic connection of the fact with the time and place,—its taking

place in the metropolis of God's Messianic kingdom, and on the

anniversary of the divine constitution of the theocratic nation,

—

all these things represent to us the full significance of the event

which then actually constituted the new and Messianic com-

munity. For this reason has the apostolic Church so well pre-

served the memory of this day. An extraordinary fact was

necessary to call forth the power of its action ; a retrospective

view of this action brought to mind the sure basis which was laid

down by the overpowering fact. Deeply and clearly was it im-

pressed upon the apostles, that from henceforth they felt within

them a new life, which manifested itself in a special power, both

of lucidity of perception and of zeal in action, just as the Apostle

Paul describes the commencement of his apostleship (Gal. i. 1 5 ff.),

when a new light broke in upon his night and darkness, so that

he could not do otherwise than testify for Christ.

The importance of the fact is in full harmony with the im-

mediate result, as shown in the first public discourse of Peter

(Acts ii. 14-36). He testifies to tlie inward divine impidse
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wliicli actuated tliem, and attributes this communication of the

Spirit to Jesus as its true cause. He represents it as a proof

of the exaltation of the crucified One, who thus bore witness tliat

He was the Messiah, and that He was to be recognised as such

by the whole house of Israel. The result of the discourse was

the conversion and baptism of a large number of the hearers,—so

great was the impression made by the first apostolical preaching.

Difficulties have been met with in the comprehension of this

event, arising partly from its inherent character, and partly from

a comparison with a similar phenomenon of speaking with tongues

in the apostolical community (1 Cor. xii. and xiv.).

The credibility of the narrative itself has been contradicted,

partly on account of its form and historical connection, and partly

on account of the miraculous nature of the event.

It was thought that ti-aces might be discerned in the form of

the narrative that it did not proceed from an eye-witness. Of

course the locality is not described exactly (ver. 2), and likewise

the approach of the foreigners,—in the first place, of the pious

Hellenists (ver. 5). The eVepot, on the other hand (ver. 13), are

certainly introduced with only a brief description ; but it is

evident who they were from the contrast implied to the Hellenists

mentioned in ver. 5, and also from their character. As far as re-

gards everything else, aU is clear and connected. The narrative

makes no claim to have been composed by an eye-witness, and

there is, therefore, the less reason that any want of precision

should invalidate its credibility. The style of the narrative, in

vers. 6-12, has also been considered too poetical or rhetorical to

be historically faithful. But although the language, in harmony

with the festal character of the event, rises to a somewhat higher

tone, still it does not bear the stamp of any intentional composition

and modification with this view. Certainly, in the enumeration

of the various nations, every individual name does not perhaps

lay claim to have originally shared in the event ; but this would

not render the account unhistorical. If the names had been

artificially fabricated and put together, those provinces would

surely not have been named, the languages of which differ only

as regards dialect. For the very reason that the event was one

of a character to form an epoch, it is very probable that the author

of tlie Acts of the Apostles, having met with some of the old

Palestine Christians who had been in union with the Church at
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Jerusalem from the very beginning, had been able to acquire an

exact knowledge of the facts of the event, so as subsequently to

describe it. A fact of the kind described is, however, a necessity

for us, if it is only to enable us to explain the active ministry of

the apostles.

This event, in its miraculous aspect, has excited the same

objections as the whole history of Jesus Himself ; and hence arise

the attempts to pronounce it to be either an historical or ideal

myth. The former of these ideas was brought about, it is said,

by referring the " speaking with tongues " in the Pentecostal

miracle to the same phenomenon in the Corinthian Church, which,

by a mythical growth, was gradually converted into a speaking

in foreign tongues. According to the other view, the narrative

was an arbitrary copy of tlie miracle of the Sinaitic lawgiving,

as described in Jewish tradition ; and the event was a symbol of

Christian universalism. But, as regards the latter view, in the

first place, it cannot be proved that this tradition was known, or

even framed, in tlie days of the primitive apostolic community.

It has been thought, with regard to the description in the Micl-

rasliim, according to which the word which proceeded from Sinai

was divided into seventy tongues, although uttered in only one

voice, and was heard by seventy nations, each in its mother

tongue, that traces of it might evidently be found in Philo. But

the passages in question, on closer consideration, say nothing

which could lead us to infer any allusion to an utterance in vari-

ous tongues, or to an extension of the Sinaitic lawgiving beyond

the limits of the Jewish nation. The view taken aj)pears to be

more of a spiritual character. Neither can the passage in Heb.

ii. 2-4 lead to any such connection of ideas ; for the fiepia/jiol

7rvevfiaT0<i d'ytov are nothing but the distribution of the gifts of

the Spirit. But, even supposing that the tradition extended so

far back, still the question arises, whether tlie narrative we are

considering can be a copy of it. Of course, it cannot be said

that the account is wanting in certain universalistic ideas, which

are not to be presupposed at such an early time in the district of

Palestine, in which the narrative doubtless originated. But this

idea requires much limitation ; for, notwithstanding the many
difficulties the universalistic idea had to grapple with (c£ Acts

X. and xi.), there are very early traces of its development (cf.

Acts vi.-viii.). Universalism is certainly evident in the narra-
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live, and it is indeed difficult not to see it, only it is not in the

Jemsh shape ; and this it is which renders its derivation from

the above-named Jewish tradition an impossible idea. According

to this tradition, a voice was to be expected from heaven, which

would be understood by different men in their mother tongues.

Instead of this, we have in our narrative the apostles speaking

humanly in these tongues. There is no trace in it of the con-

ception of a unity of language, as a contrast to the confusion of

tongues at Babel, to which the Jewish idea appears to have

tended. The external becomes an internal matter ; and we see

the variety of form removed only in the oneness of the Spirit.

And in this we stand on original Christian ground ; and the

character of the narrative certifies to its originality. If we also

add the facts, that the first apostolical preaching was linked on

to this event, and that all the turning-points of the first days of

Christianity depended upon a matter of fact which personally

affected individuals, and elevated them to a higher stage of

Christian life and thought, we shall find therein an important

guarantee for the occurrence itself, which is thus presented as a

matter of the highest probability in an historical point of view.

The view that our narrative is an historical myth, that is,

originated by means of an amijlification of the speaking ivith tongues,

mentioned in the Epistle to the Corinthians, leads us to the

second class of difficulties in the comprehension of the event,

which arise from a comparison with the above-named allied

phenomenon. That a speaking with tongues existed in the

apostolical Church as a gift of the Holy Ghost, is placed beyond

all doubt by chaps, xii. and xiv. of the first Epistle to the

Corinthians. It there says, 'y\(aaaac<; XaXecv (ch. xii. 30, xiv. 5,

G, 18, 23, 39), and also 'yXcoaarj \a\elv (ch. xiv. 2, 4, 27), and

ryXwaaav e-)(eiv (ch. xiv. 26). The words 'yXoiaaat^ XaXeiv occur

also in Acts x. 46 and xix, 6, more completely expressed by

eTepai<i yXcoaaaL^; in ch. ii. 4, and Kaival<i jXcoaaaf; in Mark xvi.

1 7. But the " speaking with tongues " in the Corinthian Church

was—thus much, at least, is certain

—

7wt a speaking in unJcnoivn

or foreign tongues. This latter view was one to which men were

misled, in perhaps very early times, by the parallel in Acts ii.

According to 1 Cor. xiv. 13-15, 18 (cf. Acts x. 46), it was a

praising of God, something that existed between God and the

devotionalist alone (vcr. 28), and was unintelligible to, and
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unprofitable for the hearers, unless it was interpreted (eh. xiv.

2-6). It is compared to the uncertain note of an instrument,

which is not recognised so as to be understood (ch. xiv. 7 f, 10 f.).

To unbelievers it might appear as madness (ver. 23). But it was

edifying, by means of interpretation, either by some other (ver.

27), or by the speaker himself (ver. 13). But this interpretation

depended on a peculiar gift of the Spirit (ch. xii. 10, 30). The

internal state of one speaking with tongues was a state of life in

the irvev/xa, and not in the vov'i ; consequently, in the spirit in

its directly inward character, unmodified by reflection, or any

relation to the world without (ch. xiv. 14 £, 19). But it was

not a state involving a loss of consciousness ; for the speaker was

himself edified. And with the gift of tongues that of interpreta-

tion might be united, although not always and necessarily. Added

to this, the apostle gives precepts in respect to this state, which

precepts would have had no sense if referring to an unconscious

position. It is, therefore, a state of impletion with, the Trpevfia,

so that the spirit, pervaded by a sense of the mighty deeds of the

divine grace in Christ, is affected in the element of its most in-

ward character, and gives utterance to the fulness and life of its

internal feeling and perception, using a mode of expression which,

without interpretation, would be unintelligible to others. It

must have been something quite subjective and individual, but

not to an extent which prevented the sense and signification of

it from being interpreted by means of another gift. Between the

speaker with tongues and the interpreter a peculiar relation was

brought about through the Spirit. The external aspect of the

matter has given rise to the most varied suppositions. Thus

much, at least, is in the first place certain, that there was in

Corinth no speaking in foreign tongues ; for, as before mentioned,

the apostle compares the " speaking with tongues " to a speaking

in a foreign language (1 Cor, xiv. 10, 11); and two identical

things cannot be compared. Added to this, he looks upon the

" speaking with tongues " as a thing absolutely unintelligible ;per

se. Nevertheless, all the interpretations turn upon either a

speaking in foreign tongues acquired by learning, or upon a

miracle of tongues, consisting either in the speaking itself or in

the hearing. It has been thought to be an imperfect speaking

and stammering,—a speaking merely with the tongue in inarticu-

late sounds ; but these ideas are wholly without proof. Others
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have thouglit that it was an obsolete or higlily poetical style of

phraseology, or language expressed in unusual and strange words,

perhaps derived from different dialects, or merely language dis-

tinguished by its inspiration. TXwaaa may perhaps occur for a

single unusual expression in this sense, but we have no authentic

proof of its use for an entire statement, even apart from the New
Testament use of the language. We are, therefore, as regards the

explanation of the word, left to the two significations, tongue and

language. Unquestionably the word 'yXoiaaa, in the apostle's

mode of expression, often has the signification of tongue; thus,

1 Cor. xiv. 21, cf. xiii. 1 (as, on the other hand, in the account

in Acts ii., the audible phenomenon is in evident relation to the

symbol which was visible, namely, to the tongues of fire). But

if it cannot be thought to be a stammering with the tongue with-

out sense, because only the irvev/Ma and the vov<;, the contemplation

in the spirit and the reflection of the understanding, are contrasted

with one another, we shall have to adhere to the fundamental

meaning of the word, and shall then have to look upon the more

complete expression in Acts ii. 4 and Mark xvi. 1 7 as the original

phrase. It has been objected to this, that Paul is perhaps to be

looked upon as the older author. But the latter might easily

avail himself of the abbreviated expression, using it in a matter of

daily life ; whilst the later author, as an historian, would be, on

the contrary, induced to go back to the full original expression.

The original sense, therefore, of the expression doubtless was

(corresponding with the passage Mark xvi. 17), that the Spirit

wliich worked in the disciples created in them a new form of

language. And we must doubtless look upon the Corinthian

speaking with tongues as being of such a kind that he who

spake formed for himself a language of his own, and that each

had one peculiar to himself Hence we can form a judgment as

to tlie relation existing between the speaking with tongues on

the day of Pentecost and the Corinthian phenomenon. Certainly

there is no doubt that the two phenomena actually coincide in a

fundamental character common to both. In both alike the

speaking with tongues took place in (f)covai<; which were unintel-

ligible to the connnon hearer ; in Ijoth alike, too, it appeared as

the effect of the divine Trveufxa. The unknown tongue in the

Acts of the Apostles was, however, that of some historically

existing system of language ; but this was not the case in
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Corinth. But this difference does not do away with the

characteristic common to both, that it was a miraculous phe-

nomenon of an essentially new character. The phenomenon in

Corinth must be classed among the number of miraculous,

spiritual gifts quite suited to the character of Christianity,

which everywhere presents itself as a new epoch of spiritual

life. Analogies to it may be found in various kinds of religious

ecstasies, especially within Christianity itself. According to the

testimony of Irenseus, this phenomenon extended into the his-

tory of the second century, appearing with special power among

the Montanists. Similar phenomena have existed even in the

later days of the Christian Church down to our own century,

especially among certain of the English sects. The gift of

tlie Corinthian community stood, however, on higher ground,

especially in being combined with the power of interpretation.

Although, from the purport of 1 Cor. xiv., we must look upon

the usual form of speaking with tongues as a speaking in an

altogether new and peculiar language, and, apart from its inter-

pretation, absolutely unintelligible; still, in 1 Cor. xiv. 18, the

existence of a quantitative distinction in this gift is intimated.

And thus a transition might well take place into a speaking in

a really strange tongue, which was perhaps only a momentary

jihenomenon. Looking at the internal precedent of the Pente-

costal event, we might justly expect some such peculiar expres-

sion of this gift of the Spirit, which subsequently became the

criterion of the communication of the Spirit (cf Acts x. 46, xi.

15-18; perhaps also viii. 15-19) ; and in this peculiar expres-

sion it was not the outer aim, but the symbolical meaning which

was to be looked for. Thus this particular phenomenon, being

only a peculiar stamp of the gift of the Spirit, affords an explana-

tion of the name which is common to both. It also explains

why the author of the Acts of the Apostles, who must have

been so ready to compare the phenomenon of wliicli he must

have been aware with the fact which he had to relate, was led to

indicate so exactly, and to bring forward so prominently, the

specific character of the event he described. The argument

drawn from this against the historical nature of the occurrence

is thus done away with. Its origin can hardly be looked for in

the already existing idea of universalism, unless cause and effect

are confounded ; and, by the importance of it, the great commence-
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ment of the public stancling-forth of the apostles is most easily

rendered historically intelligible.

S 47. TJic Characteristics of the New Life.

The spiritual life which, after a foundation of this kind on the

feast of Pentecost, we find existing in the apostolic community,

and, owing to the communication of the Spirit, not limited to the

apostles only, but extending to all believers (cf. Acts ii. 1, 4, and

i. 14, 15), was, in the first place, inclcijcndent in its nature,—

a

life which, by means of the Spirit, passed from Christ to His

people. This we bring forward as a biblico-historical, and not

as a dogmatical proposition. It was independent, as being free

from all human subordination, and unconstrained by the guidance

of any human person, or by the authority of any human law of

the latter, and as taking its rise solely in the hearts and minds of

these believers. That this life was originated by the Holy Ghost

through Christ, they themselves were fully conscious, and thus

expressed themselves. This was the case with Peter at the feast

of Pentecost (Acts ii. 33, cf 38), and also in his referring the

healing of the lame man to the power of Christ communicated to

them through the Holy Ghost (Acts iii. 15, 16, iv. 10); cf. also

the declaration before the Sanhedrim (Acts v, 30-33). Paul

also expresses the same idea, ch. xxii. and xxvi. ; and we find it

every^diere laid down in the apostolic epistles.

This origin is also vouched for by the nature of the new life,

and the proofs afforded by its outward actions. It has the stamp

of the very life of Jesus, as a life in God ; the stamp, too, of the

most decided self-denial and contempt of the world, and of a

practical self-surrender to God. It is in itself a faith in Jesus as

the Christ, sure and firm as a rock, and a certain hope in Him
and the victory of His cause. It is a life of fervent and self-

sacrificing brotherly love, on which the firmest fellowship is based

(Acts ii. and iv.). All this is accompanied by a clear display of

tlie Spirit, who unmistakcably shone forth, at least in certain in-

dividuals, as in many of the apostles. A Paul was a partaker,

although in a higher measure, of the gift of tongues, and had his

solemn ecstasies (2 Cor. xii.); and yet in practical life he was a clear-

sighted man, capable of a vigorous and comprehensive activity.

In his teaching, too, he so combined the sagacity of a rabbi of

the school of Gamaliel with the spirit of the Christian, that he
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has bequeathed to us the most cultivated and dialectically sus-

tained system of apostolic doctrine. How far removed from all

idle fanaticism, how entirely practical and circumspect, is the

whole tendency of the apostolic life generally ! There arose in

the apostles and believers of that time a nau conception of the

promised salvation, and of the entry into the same by means of a

new creation and a new birth. They now understand the person

of the Eedeemer in conformity with the extraordinary turn which

His life had taken in consequence of His resurrection and ascen-

sion before their eyes. But all these ideas, which were now
formed in them, could not have been attained to, unless at the

same time their moral life had been elevated to a higher degree

of power. The Jew of Palestine, in whose idea God and man
were so far asunder, who looked upon any confusion in the

distinction between them as only idolatry, now rose to a con-

templation of the unity of the divine and the human as it existed

in Jesus. The individualities of the apostles appear to have been

subject to peculiar transformations. We find this to be the case,

if we compare the public appearance and conduct of the apostles

in their present position with their previous condition : in the

case of Paul, with the period before his conversion ; and, as regards

Peter, John, and James, with the time of their intercourse with

the Lord. The characteristic distinctions in the nationalities of

the disciples likewise appear done away with in the community

of their mutual faith. Some more mighty distinction had super-

seded the great divisions of masses of men in ancient times.

The inflexible spirit of the Jews, and the pride of the Ptoman

people, which, as opposed in deadly hatred, approached a war

of annihilation, were broken down by the rock-melting flash

of the Spirit. The unprecedented idea, that Jews and Gentiles

were to be brethren, without the Gentiles becoming Jews, found

its fulfilment in the Pauline community. This universalism of

Christianity approved itself by its 'power of attraction to all exist-

ing forms of civilisation. The Jews were allied to it both by their

ethical monotheism, and also by their hopes of a theocratical

Messiah. And although their inflexible monotheism, as well as

the material colouring of their hopes and the nature of their

sects, kept many from Christianity, still all those remained open

to it who waited for the salvation of Israel. Even among the

heathen, sufficient points of connection were not wanting. It
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approved itself especially to the facility of reception, and the

increased and deeper susceptibility in cases where the civilisations

of Palestine and Greece were united, as in Paul, or even in John,

if we take account of the latter's long subsequent sojourn at

Ephesus. In the same way, all the external social relations are

altered in their character ; as we see in the epistles, the ideas of

the apostles as to marriage and family ties at once assume an

entirely Christian form. Monogamy becomes the Christian rule
;

and the most decided step is thus taken to shape the relations of

the female sex in due harmony with its true human dignity,

without going to the other extreme. The subordination of

children, as laid down in the Mosaic law and the civil law of

the Roman empire, is strictly maintained ; but even this relation

is softened down and transformed by the definition that the

obedience is to be " in the Lord " (Eph. vi. 1). The children are

become joint-possessors with their parents of the gift of salva-

tion. But the power of the new spirit influences still further the

customs of civil life. The partition-wall between the freeman

and the slave is broken down: the latter is no longer a possession.

Numbers of slaves become, within a few years, free partakers in

Christ, The master and his slave are brethren, and yet they still

remain, one a ruler and one a servant (1 Cor. vii. 21 ff.), but

both in brotherly love. The relations of the rich and poor, high

and low, follow the same rule. The " crux " of political wisdom is

surmounted ; the problem is solved, in a spiritually moral sense,

by the antithesis, that he that is of low degree is to glory in his

exaltation, and he that is high in his lowliness (Isa. i. 9, 10).

Political life, too, begins to assume a new shape, by means of the

axiom that power is of God, and that on this account obedience

results, not from fear alone, but from the effects of conscience.

The relation to the powers that be, is therefore elevated out of

the sphere of law into a religious and moral connection.

All these things, however, which belong to the general character

of the Christian life, are manifest in the apostolic period in a way

that is peculiar, but at the same time quite in harmony with the

commencement of Christian life. The first appearance and outward

indications and development of the life in this period show us

this life as the foundation of tlie Church. We meet with a pecu-

liar freshness of life manifested, on the one hand, both in feeling

and action, and, on the other, in the teaching; and this proves
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the originality of this life, based as it was partly on a direct per-

sonal intercourse with Christ, and partly on the communication of

the Holy Spirit, and existing in men and communities who had

hitherto lived in an essentially different element, either Jewish or

heathen,—in whom, therefore, the contrast of the spirit proceeding

from Jesus Christ must have appeared with peculiar force. The

intensity of the powers thus communicated, apart from the special

characteristics of the gifts to be subsequently mentioned, is ex-

pressed in the fulness of the 'xapiaiiara generally, in which a

distinction between the miraculous and the non-miraculous can

scarcely be carried out. Some of these fell to the lot of all

believers, the manifestation of them certifying visibly to the pos-

session of the irvevfia (cf. Acts x. 46, viii. 15-19, xi. 15-18);

some, however, were only granted to individuals (cf. 1 Cor. xii. and

xiv.). From these chapters we may gather that we ought to look

upon them as sanctified, amplified, and renovated natural gifts,

and that the Spirit always laid hold of some point of connection

in the personality of the believer. Hence arose the great diversity

of the various gifts which appear to have prevailed in different

communities. A twofold phenomenon is, however, connected

with the peculiar and original power of the apostolic life : first, a

certain ecstatic state, in which the spiritual life manifests itself

in its direct inwardness at certain times, in certain persons and

communities, of which class was the speaking with tongues ; next,

the miraculous element which we meet with in the apostolic

period. Miracles took place as regarded the apostles themselves,

such as the release, Acts v. 19, against which it cannot be brought

as an objection, that in the trial which followed no accusation

was laid against them as to the escape, as in the narrative that

matter only which was essential for the Christian cause was

summarily given. There were also numerous miracles done by

the apostles themselves, some of which, it is expressly related,

were wrought in the name of Jesus. There were, too, miraculous

powers which are described as gifts of the Holy Spirit (Acts iii.

6, 16, iv. 9, 10, ii. 43, v. 12, 16, vi. 8, viii. 6-13, ix. 2 ff.,

XV. 12, xxviii. 8, 9). In addition to these texts, we have testi-

mony as to these miraculous deeds and povr^ers in the epistles of

St. Paul (2 Cor. xii. 12; 1 Cor. xii. 28, cf. ix. 10; Eom. xv,

18, 19), By these passages, the miraculous character of the

apostolic period is generally confirmed ; and these miraculous deeds
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and powers are described in tlieir internal connection with the

communication of the Spirit, and therefore as integral elements of

the apostolical life. These miracles are not, however, peculiar to

the apostolical age. We hear of them in the second and third

centuries, but of less frequent occurrence (cf. Justin Martyr and

Origen) ; and this is in conformity with the gradual disappearance

of the communication of the Spirit. In the centuries which

followed we find the number of miraculous occurrences again

increasing ; and tliis may be justly ascribed by criticism to a defi-

ciency in that soberness which characterized the apostolical period,

without allowing the inference that throughout these centuries

miraculous events could not have taken place in the Christian life.

We may gather from the New Testament that, as regards the

new Christian life, the apostles stood in the same position as

other believers. Both had received the Holy Spirit as a common
bond of union (Acts xv. 8) ; and the general character of its out-

pouring was proved by the teaching and life of those who were

not apostles. Thus, in Stephen (Acts vi.^ vii.), also in Barnabas

in the Church of Antioch (Acts xi. 22-26, xiii. 1), and subse-

quently ApoUos in Corinth (Acts xviii. 24-28
; cf. 1 Cor. iii.

5, 6). Indeed, they were not apostles who were the first, after

the persecution of the Christians at the time of Stephen, to preach

the gospel to those who were not Jews (Acts viii 4, v. 25, 26,

40) ; and we find apostolical authority at Jerusalem ascribed to

James, the brother of the Lord, who probably was not an apostle.

But, on the other hand, the apostles had a pre-eminence, in virtue

of Jesus' special charge to them of preaching the gospel and

founding the Church, and the authorization vouchsafed to them

for this purpose. In conformity wdth this, they looked upon the

office of teaching as their peculiar charge, for the sake of whicli

they withdrew from the external business of the community

(Acts vi. 4) ; and, with this peculiar charge, praying for the com-

munity was indissolubly united. They stand in the first rank

of those endowed with the Spirit (cf. 1 Cor. xii. 28 ; Eph. iv. 11).

With the office of instruction and the duty of prayer was also

joined the ordering of certain regulations, in carrying out which

the community also took a part (cf. Acts vi. 2-6). It was the

apostles who took the lead in the development of the Christian

life ; and in them the Christian life chiefly showed its independent

character, as something which exercised a special power of attrac-
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tion over others. The names of the apostles and their authority

constitute the foundation on which the canon is based ; the whole

of the Church which followed them were conscious of resting on

this apostolical foundation ; and this is in entire harmony with

the position which Jesus gave to the apostles. But by this pre-

eminence of the apostles any eminent endowment of another was

by no means precluded. The Spirit that existed in them was

tlie same as that in all the believers generally. It was no natural

prerogative of the apostles ; but the Lord had poured it out on all,

and destined it for all. Therefore, although we may not look

upon them as equal to the rest as regards their actual position,

still it is difficult to lay down any absolute distinction. In a

case where the apostleship which resulted from the intercourse

with Jesus did not suffice to call forth some particular step of

development in the Church, we find a man entrusted with a pecu-

liar apostolic charge who had previously not been an apostle, and,

indeed, was not a Christian. Thus, in the sphere of the new life,

neither the counsel of man, nor human calculation and power, but

the Lord Himself and His Spirit, remained the guiding principle.

It was, moreover, necessary that the Spirit of Christ should

stamp its nature on the apostles. He approved Himself to them

as the Spirit which remodelled and transformed every individu-

ality. This transformation, although not entirely obliterating the

individuality, is that which produced the organic life which

tliey possessed in common ; and we can follow out the traces of

it in the life of these men as far as it is known to us. In all

this, however, the Spirit remains independent of any human
arbitrariness or calculation, " blowing where it listeth." We
may specially notice this in the call of the Apostle Paul,

when, through the influence of the Spirit, a new instrument

was obtained, who in the hour of need stood forth with full

apostolic power. It is just on this occasion, when He exercises

so free a rule, that He comes before us in all His complete

objectivity as the Spirit of the living Eedeemer, glorified in

heaven. It is not merely the living Jesus who guides the

Church in the historical recollection and idea of believers, but

it is the glorified Lord who rules in and over it, who in the

propagation of Christianity, apart from human activity, contends

for His own cause among mankind themselves. Thus He calls

a Paul, and enlightens him with His light, so that he can stand

T
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at the head of the Chnrch ; but this is not done without the

co-operation of believers, and the addition of the knowledge

existing in the world as to the historical appearance of the

Eedeemer. This knowledge, Paul, even as a persecutor, pos-

sessed perhaps to some extent, and was therefore able to grasp

the signification of the word which came to him from above
;

and the Church was brought near to him in the person of

Ananias. Thus, even here, the historical connection was not

quite done away with ; although this interposition falls quite

into the background as compared with the principal cause, the

Lord and His Spirit. And this very Spirit proves itself, by the

life and work of the apostles, to have been the Holy Spirit.

There are the most speaking proofs of this. The victory of

Christianity wliich is introduced into the world is the victory

of truth ; and this victory is brought about by the agency of

the first instruments,—an agency opposed to the spirit of the

world. In the apostolical age we see the operation of these

instruments, which, although not free from human weakness,

were nevertheless devoted to the Lord, and active in His spirit.

The self-denial which the Lord laid down as the first law is

manifested in them, and their ministry becomes a ministry in

love and wisdom. The fruits thereof are, however, for the

Church, the substance of apostolical Christianity, which is for

all time the authentic rule for that which is truly Christian, and

its firm foundation for all futurity ; and this we have to consider

as the work of the apostles.

This spirit was thus pre-eminently manifest in the four most

prominent personages in the period we are considering, Jainus,

Peter, Paul, and John, the pillars of the apostolical Church

;

although Paul was not originally an apostle, and with regard to

James, it is at least doubtful whether in the narrower sense he

belonged to the apostolic circle. But he was one of the most

distinguished ministers and leaders of the Church of Jerusalem,

as he is described in the Acts of the Apostles (ch. xv. 13, xii. 17,

xxr 18) and by Paul (Gal. i. 19, ii. 9, 12). And although he

might not have been actually an apostle, we must ascribe to

him (as to Paul, although in consequence of another kind of

guidance) apostolic authority, and must class him among the

four most important men of this period. Peter, on the contrary,

had worked from the very beginning in Jerusalem with undis-
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puted apostolical authority, and had founded the Church there

;

and although in the course of time he appears to have there

given place to James, he began more than any to propagate

Christianity far and wide. John, although, in accordance with

his contemplative tendency, not so externally active, was never-

theless (Gal. ii. 9) one of the chiefs of the ancient Church, and

subsequently, at least after the destruction of Jerusalem, worked

in Asia Minor, especially in Ephesus, surviving all the apostles,

and living to the end of the century. The position and activity

of St. Paul will be shown by the review of the course of develop-

ment of the apostolic Church. These four men are those prin-

cipally brought before us as the chief agents, not only of the

actual guidance of the Church, but also of the apostolical teach-

ing, in which the Christianity of this time is stamped almost as

vividly and evidently as in the life itself.

II. THE DEVELOPMENT OF THE APOSTOLICAL
COMMUNITY.

S 48. Tlie First Stages of Christian Fellowship.

The communication of the Spirit was also the foundation of a

comrtMnity, because there was a number of men to whom one and

the same life was given. And the more powerfully this was

manifest at the very commencement, the more decidedly it was

distinguished from any worldly wisdom, and the more forcible

was the power of attraction by which individuals were linked

together. We therefore see that, even in the apostolical period,

from the beginning onwards, there was but slight preparation for

this community : everything seemed to proceed from the internal

impidse of the Spirit, and to be of organic growth. The Church

seemed to be a tree in the very sense in which Jesus had used

the figure : it grew through the inward intensity of the power in-

herent in its seed. The community is outwardly manifested as a

fellowship in an inward and outward life, both in a religious and

civil point of view ; and this is developed with strength sufficient

to frame itself into a form, at first in the simplest way, and not

according to any prescribed plan, but just as occasion seemed to

require. We learn this from the statements in the Acts as to
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the earliest life of tlie Church at Jerusalem (cf. Acts ii. 42 £f., iv.

32 £f., V. 12 K, V. 42) :
" And the multitude of them that believed

were of one heart and one soul." But the internal bond of union

was also outwardly manifested, for they often assembled together

in the temple, in Solomon's porch, and also in private houses,

where they especially united in common meals, and, as it appears,

celebrated together the feast in memory of Jesus. Added to this

was their joint care for their poor ; in short, from the very com-

mencement onwards, the infant Church bore the distinct stamp of

a life in common. It was of considerable importance that from

the first a local centre-point was provided for this community,

which was essentially helped by the concentration thereby caused.

This place was Jerusalem. Here the apostles were at first

gathered together, which was a matter of great importance in the

development of the Christian teaching ; for, by the combination of

their testimony, and in consequence of their mutual influence on

one another, a more distinct type was formed for the preaching of

the gospel, each individual making good his special deficiencies.

Thus the pureness of the Christian spirit, both in respect to

doctrine and in a moral point of view, was best preserved. But

Jerusalem was also the best fitted place for an increase in dis-

ciples. This city was not only the centre of the Jewish nation,

but also exercised a considerable power of attraction for those who
were not Jews. Thus everything combined to render successful

the efforts of the energies which were united in it. But the

infant Church was, by a gradual course of development, to break

through the veil by which it had been concealed, and to some

extent sheltered, in Jerusalem, and was by degrees to attain an

independent position, no longer subordinate to the Jewish nation-

ality. This course of development exhibits three stages, which

we can distinguish in the accounts in the Acts. A fourth stage

may, in addition, be perceived in the later books of the New
Testament, especially those of John ; but it is only with respect

to the three first that we possess any detailed historical knowledge.

The first stage of development embraces the earliest days of the

Church at Jerusalem down to the persecution in which Stephen

Avas a sacrifice ; and the Christian community was from the first

introduced entirely into the Jewish nationality. The Church

founded by the apostles at Jerusalem was constituted chiefly of

actual Jews ; even the Hellenists, who, as we find from Acts vL,
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belonged to it at the beginning, were still Jews of the BiaaTropd.

The disciples resulting from Jesus' own ministry, who lived

scattered about in Galilee and Perca, were Jews. Indeed, the

Jewish nationality was the natural starting-point of the Christian

Church. This was in full harmony with the deep connection

existing between the old and new covenants. Jesus was the

expected Messiah. He Himself had sprung from the Jews, and

in Him was the primeval promise to be fulfilled, that from this

nation should proceed a salvation for all mankind. Therefore,

from the very first, in the proselytizing discourses of the apostles,

so great a stress is laid on the point that salvation belonged to

the Jews (Acts iii. 25 f., etc.). But this identification was a

limited one, and was conditional on the susceptibility of this nation

for the perfected salvation. Where this was wanting, a contrast

immediately arose, and became evident in the belief of the

Christians. The latter had hoped for the promised Messianic

salvation, and believed that it had appeared in Jesus as the

Messiah. They thus natuTally stood opposed to those who did not

share in this belief, and indeed denied it. And this opposition

must have been all the more distinctly felt, as this denial pro-

ceeded from the mass of the people and their chiefs. The earliest

apostolic discourses refer, therefore, to this fact (Acts ii. 23,

iii. 14 f.) ; and the wider the gulf existing between the believers

in Jesus and the rest of the Jews, the more natural became the

requirement of a change of mind and conversion on the part of

unbelievers who were to become fitted for salvation (Acts ii. 38,

iii. 19). In this very respect,—that is, as regards the develop-

ment of this contrast,—the original concentration at Jerusalem of

the life of the community becomes a matter of great importance.

In this place the might of the nation, with all the reminiscences of

past hostilities and the present enmity, was ever present before

the eyes of the first Christians. Here, too, the sense of the con-

trast would tend to consolidate the peculiar Christian conscious-

ness, and became a guarantee that the latter would not become

dulled and die away.

The non-susceptibility of the Jewish character as regards the

gospel, was, however, specially stamped upon the various sects of

the period. With these the Christian community would first have to

come in conflict : it thus encountered the Sadducees and Pharisees.

The opposition between Sadduceism and Christianity must have
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first become manifest. Even tlie first apostoKc discourses opposed

this sect, by closely connecting the gospel with the Old Testament

prophecies, and showing that the latter were fulfilled in the former

(Acts ii., iii., v.). Again, the fact on which Christian faith

was founded was the corroboration of Jesus by His resurrection.

The apostolic testimony of this fact and its application were

directly opposed to the Sadducean doctrine of the absolute mor-

tality of man. If we also consider that, as Gamaliel's example

sliows (who certainly spoke, in the first place, from motives of

worldly wisdom, but yet must have been convinced that the

Christian teachmg was not opposed to God), many of the non-

Sadducean Jews, especially those of the Pharisaical party, enter-

tained more friendly feelings towards Christianity,—indeed, in the

course of time, showed an inclination for it (cf Acts xv. 5),—we
may be able to explain the growing aversion of the Sadducees to

the new faith. From the value which they attached to the belief

in a resurrection, the Pharisees must have been attracted by the

preaching of a Eisen One. Many of them, indeed, must certainly

have been also attracted by the moral earnestness of Christianity

;

for the members of this sect were not all hypocrites, and many of

them were certainly real zealots for the law. And, on the con-

trary, this moral character of the Church and its teaching was the

very thing to repel the Sadducees. Prom all this, we need hardly

wonder when we read (Acts iv. 1, v. 17) that the Sadducean

party took a chief share in the first liostile movement made

against the community, that is, against Peter and John, in con-

sequence of the miracle wrought by the latter (Acts iii. and iv.).

The fact that the high-priestly family belonged at that time to the

Sadducean party is confirmed by Josephus. We meet with an

echo of this division and of the orii^inal state of things at a later

date in the life of the Apostle Paul (Acts xxiii. 6-9), when the

latter, taken prisoner in Jerusalem, obtained his liberty for the

moment by prudently availing himself of the disunion existing

between the Pharisees and Sadducees.

But an opposition to the Pharisaical element was soon to de-

vclope itself in the apostolical community,—an opposition which

was destined to have much further-reaching consequences. The

Christians still kept np tlieir relation with the temple, and often

assembled there. The friends of legal piety must have felt pleased

with tlieir conduct. Nevertheless, the time soon came when tlie
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distinction between the freedom of the Christian spirit and the

trammels of the law made itself felt, and Christians became

conscious of the incongruity of the legal worship, and still more

of the adherence to tradition. This, as may naturally be sup-

posed, took place first among the Hellenists. These were from

the very first both the most inclined, and the best qualified, to

grasp and give prominence to the cosmopolitan element in

Christianity. We find the Hellenist and Hebrew Christians

first contrasted in Acts vi., on the occasion of a dispute between

the two parties. According to ch. vi. 1, the number of the

disciples had considerably increased, and it had gradually become

a difficult matter to carry out the relief of the poor without

certain special social forms. The Hellenists thought they were

neglected ; and their dissatisfaction induced the apostles (already

sufficiently occupied in teaching) to propose the institution of

a diaconate. Among the seven men selected for this office,

on whom the apostles laid their hands, there were certainly

several Hellenists, as Nicolas, a proselyte of Antioch (ver, 5) ;

in fact, all the seven have Greek names. At their head stands

Stephen, a man full of grace and power, and probably himself an

Hellenist. He entered into a discussion with the school of the

Alexandrians, Cyrenians, and Libertines. Stirred up by his

manifest superiority to them, and also, as it appears, by his anti-

Pharisaical tendencies, these men make an accusation against

Stephen (Acts vi. 11-14), which, from the description of those

who partook in it, and from its whole character, points to a

Pharisaical impulse, and no mere Sadducean origin. For they

accused him of blasphemy against Moses, God, the temple, and

the law, and especially of maintaining that Jesus of Nazareth

would destroy the temple and change the Mosaic institutions.

Stephen delivers a public testimony for the Lord before the

Sanhedrim, a discourse which we have in Acts vii. It is for the

most part of historical purport, briefly surveying the whole

history of the nation, with a partly apologetic and partly polemic

aim. The apologetic element, however, gives way before the

controversial in the ardent, inspired, and doubtless youthful

orator. He comprehends the whole purport of his Mstorical

statement in his bitter reproach against the nation (vers. 51-53)

on account of their unbelief and stubbornness against God.

But the conclusion of the discourse can only be a matter of
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conjecture, as Stephen was not allowed to finish it. This

occurrence, and the accusation itself, are in fuU harmony with

the then existing position of things. The witnesses were false,

but, notwithstanding their misrepresentations, the words laid to

his charge may have been genuine. Stephen himself does not

deny them. But even in this case, all he had said had been

previously brought forward by Jesus Himself, and must have

been remembered in the community (cf. Matt, xxiv., xxvi. 61
;

John ii. 19, iv. 22-26, as to the end of the temple). This

attitude on the part of Jesus is, beyond all doubt, historical

;

for the fact of the hostility of the rulers of the people against

Him, so irrefragably attested by His death upon the cross, would

be otherwise imintelligible. Besides, a Jewish-Christian record,

like Matthew's Gospel, would assuredly never have adopted such

words, unless compelled thereto by the force of historical truth.

Under these circumstances, Jesus' words must have lived in the

memory of some of the members of the community ; and there

is considerable internal probability that such a one as Stephen

would fully adopt them, if, from his discourse, and the intima-

tions given about him, we may be permitted to fancy him as an

ardent young Hellenist. And his opponents, among them Cili-

cians such as Paul, as inflexible zealots for the law, doubtless

discovered in the doctrine of salvation in Christ an antagonism

to the law. The way, too, in which Stephen spoke is internally

and historically probable. His discourse is unfettered in its

character, and spoken in a spirit of excitement, indeed of high

inspiration ; not artificially framed, but flowing from a vivid

consciousness of the circumstances. The aim and purport are

both decidedly anti-Pharisaical, but nevertheless the statement

is closely connected with Jewish tradition, just as the double-

sided position in the then existing state of the Jewish-Christian

community would lead us to expect. Stephen's discourse, by

its animated tone, is sharply distinguished from the mild lan-

guage of Peter at the feast of Pentecost, who almost seemed to

look upon the hostility to the Lord as something past, and to

presuppose some alteration of mind ; also from the deference

vath which the apostles defended themselves in chs. iv. and v.,

which rendered it easy for Gamaliel to speak in their favour,

although in a very indifferent way. It is distinguished, too, from

the calmer mode in which Paul in ch. xiii. developes a similar
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line of thought. In Stephen's discourse, everything bears a

character of individuality, and is adapted to the exigency of

the moment. For this very reason, and because this moment

was and became so important a one, it is easily conceivable that

both the purport and tone of this discourse should be retained

in memory for Christian record. This occurrence became an

epoch. The consciousness of the opposition existing between

the Christian faith and the institutions of Judaism was now

openly expressed ; and the death of its first martyr indelibly im-

pressed this turn of events on the memory of the Church. The

persecution which ensued, and appeared to shake its very founda-

tions, could only have assisted in its further development.

This event was the means of bringing on in the Christian

community a second stage of development, which opened the path

for essential progress, although it was, in the first place, only a

stage of transition. The Church now finds among its members

those who are not Jews, and attains the knowledge that Gentiles

are also called to be partakers in Christ's salvation, without, in-

deed, being previously circumcised, i.e. becoming Jews. This

was a decided step in advance towards the complete independence

of the Christian Church. But the first steps in this direction

were taken with but a dormant consciousness of their high im-

portance, and without any preliminary human reflection. The

recognition of the Gentiles was gradually developed from the facts

of the life itself. At the time of Stephen's death the persecu-

tion arose (Acts viii. 1), and a light opened on the mass of the

people, showing the great conflict of principle which was in ques-

tion, although their zeal was perhaps first directed against those

who expressed themselves as Stephen did. But the more he was

honoured (ch. viii. 2), and the more his principles were embraced,

the more their hostility was increased, in the exercise of which

Saul of Tarsus is mentioned as peculiarly active. Under these

circumstances, the Christians are for the most part scattered over

the surrounding regions ; but the apostles themselves still remain

in Jerusalem. The irdvre'i in ch. viii. 1 is not to be taken in a

strictly numerical sense, but that the body of the community, as

a whole, was scattered. Among those that were scattered, there

were, however, many who possessed the ability of preaching the

gospel, and, in conformity with the general tendency of the spirit

in the Church, felt impelled to bear witness of their faith -, for the
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consciousness of believers was already tlius far strengthened and

matured. Some still remained in the land of Judea (ch. viii. 1),

and by these the believers dwelling here and there in these

regions were comforted and increased. Those who went farther,

to Phenice, Cyprus, and Antioch, confined their preaching, we are

told, to the Jews in the hcacnropd (Acts xi. 19). But the decisive

step took place in Samaria. It was Philip, one of the seven

deacons of the Church of Jerusalem (ch. vi. 5), subsequently called

an evangelist (ch. xxi. 8), who came to Samaria, and preached

and baptized in a city there with much success. Although the

Lord had commanded the apostles to teach all nations, it re-

mained for a long time an undecided point with them in what

sense this was to be done. They might well imagine that the

transition would be brought about through circumcision, and by

means of proselytes. But now an example was afforded which

led to further results. Jesus Himself had abeady found in

Samaria a receptive ministerial field (John iv.), and this was now
the case with Philip (Acts viii. 5 ff.). When the apostles re-

ceived the news of this event, they sent Peter and John from

Jerusalem as delegates, in answer to whose prayers those who
were baptized received the Holy Ghost. After this, the apostles

themselves preached the gospel in Samaria (cf. viii. 1 7, 2 5). But

the Samaritans were a people allied to the Jews in race, and had

originally been partakers in the call. At all events, Philip and

these apostles did not join in the national feud then existing.

Their intercourse with Jesus had freed them from this ; and their

conduct is a corroboration of the narrative in John iv. But still,

in all this, the calling of the actual Gentiles was not openly pro-

claimed ; but this, too, was now done. It first took place (pro-

bably) in the case of the eunuch in the service of Candace, queen

of the Ethiopians, whom Philip met with in the way (Acts viii.

2G-40). This baptism was brought about, as the author of the

Acts of the Apostles purposely records, by the interposition of an

angel The following, however, is a still more certain instance

:

Among the fugitives who were scattered far and wide, there were

at least a few (Acts xi. 20, cf. 19) who turned to those who were

not Jews, and that in Antioch. These preachers were probably

Hellenists, who, from the entire course of their life and education,

could not feel so much alienation as ret^arded the Gentiles. Their

labours met with extraordinary success. But ere this took place.
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or, at least, ere it became known at Jerusalem, a more decided

step was taken, even in the apostolic sphere of operations. If it

had not been for this intervening incident, the formation of a

Christian community from among the Gentiles might have stirred

up a division in the Church, and a double Christianity, a Jewish

and a Gentile section, might have arisen. But this rupture was

prevented by the control of the Lord of the Church Himself, and

His Spirit. Thus it was so ordained that the apostles themselves

were impelled to admit Gentiles into the Christian community.

Peter had undertaken a journey to visit the churches in Judea,

Samaria, etc., and for some time had made Joppa his centre of

operations (Acts ix.). The persecution had subsided, and the

Christian community began again to enjoy quiet (Acts ix. 31).

During this period, it happened that a Eoman centurion who was

stationed at Ceesarea, the seat of the proconsulate, received direc-

tions in a vision to send to Peter. Cornelius is described as a

man distinguished by his genuine piety. That he was only a

" proselyte of the gate," may be gathered from the whole narra-

tive, and from the conduct of Peter, who expressly contrasts him
and his company with the Jews. The Jews, also, who accom-

panied Peter, spoke and acted in a similar sense (cf. Acts x. 28,

45, xi, 1-3, 18). The message reached Peter when he was en-

gaged in prayer, and had been overcome by a vision, in which he

was summoned to eat Levitically unclean beasts, and had his

doubts pacified by a voice, which bade him to consider as clean

that which God had cleansed. Peter obeyed the call, and, having

preached the gospel to Cornelius and his house, saw them un-

equivocally endowed with the Spirit ; so that all that remained

for the apostle to do was to complete God's work by external

baptism. Thus Peter himself relates it in his subsequent self-

vindication at Jerusalem (Acts xi. 5 ff.). By his words, too, the

apostolic body is pacified, and acknowledges the facts in all their

mighty results (Acts xi. 18). We are entirely without warrant in

throwing any historical doubt on this event, because Paul was the

first to assert the great principle of the acceptance of the Gentiles,

and not Peter, who, indeed, went so far as to oppose the former

apostle. All we gather from the Epistle to the Galatians is,

that Paul distinctively looked upon the apostleship to the Gentiles

as his settled call, and not that he performed the first overt act

in this direction. Peter, also, did not act from his own internal
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impulse, but only in consequence of an irresistible divine guid-

ance. His subsequent vacillating behaviour by no means proves

that he could not have had the power to follow such a guidance.

Also his conduct at Antioch does not prove that he merely yielded

to Paul for a season, without any personal conviction. Peter

yielded to the power of facts ; and his being able to deny the

conviction which compelled him does not prove that he never

had it. There is a more trivial objection, that the reproach in

Acts xi. 3 does not go so far as the facts would warrant ; but

they are all indirectly implied therein. At all events, the whole

event had a peculiarly characteristic result as regards Chris-

tianity and the apostolic period. In it is shown how the Lord

Himself, and His Spirit, opened out a path for the gospel, inde-

pendently of any human wisdom or judgment ; it is shown, too,

that Christianity is life, and from this life all doctrine is de-

veloped ; also that, in the most decisive moments of the aposto-

lical period, the Spirit specially watched over and elevated the

Church, widening and enlightening the knowledge of the apostles,

who submitted themselves to the Spirit, thus confirming and

assuring the unity of the Christian Church. The Church at

Jerusalem having thus arrived at a due consciousness of these

important circumstances, it was also in a position to see in its

proper light the conversion of the uncircumcised Gentiles in

Antioch, and, with inward sympathy, to render thanks to the

Lord. Thus it took place according to Acts xi. 19-26. They

sent Barnabas to Antioch (ver. 22), who beheld the state of

things with joy, and made common cause with the other labourers

in the conversion of the Gentiles. Immediately proceeding to

Tarsus in Cilicia, he brought from thence Paul (who had been in

the meantime converted), and introduced him into the freshly-

opened field of labour at Antioch. Christianity, in fact, flourished

here to such an extent, that from hence the name of " Christian
"

was spread over the earth. All these occurrences, as they are

related in the Acts of the Apostles, carry with them, that is, in

the connection ot the course ot events, their own warranty of

truth. There are no grounds for doubting the fact of the early

existence of the Gentile Church of Antioch ; but this existence is

scarcely explicable, except by such a course of development as we

have described. The cause of an universal Christianity was not,

however, yet triumphant. We soon see a reaction arising ; and
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much was yet wanting ere a feeling of heartfelt brotherhood could

be added to, and infused into the external acceptance of the

Gentiles,—ere the newly-opened and mighty mission-call affected

the whole body of the community. For this purpose a fresh in-

strument was necessary. But, without some such preparation

as we have described, the ministry of Paul could scarcely be

imagined ; for it would have had to grapple with insurmountable

difficulties. The history which follows, and the new and impor-

tant stages of development described, constitute a guarantee of the

truth of the previous events. Added to this, it would have been

perhaps impossible, at a time when the memory of the facts was
comparatively fresh, for the author of the Acts of the Apostles to

have devised and circulated a distorted representation of the

truth.

§ 49. Shcqnng of the Christian Community hy the Ajjostle Paul.

The third stage of development of the apostolical community is

manifested by the conduct of the Christian Church, in acting

decidedly on the consciousness they had arrived at of the joint-

call of the Gentiles, and in endeavouring to maintain and

develope their unity and independence by softening down and

levelling the contrasts which resulted. The solver of this problem

was the Apostle Paul.

In the apostolic body, as hitherto constituted, there was an

evident deficiency. None of the existing apostles were well

adapted for thoroughly carrying out the conflict with the

peculiarities and legality of Judaism. Among those who were

styled by Paul (Gal. i. and ii.) as pillars of the Church, there

was, in the first place, James, who was surnamed " The Just,"

because he pre-eminently stamped Christian piety with the Old

Testament form. Peter, too, although he submitted to the divine

revelation and guidance, did not as yet possess sufficient resolution

to be the champion in guiding the Church with indomitable

energy to the newly aoquired aim. John, who follows next,

appears generally, in the history of the apostolic Church, to have

interfered but little in the way of action, and, owing to his com-

parative youth and the prevailing character of his nature, was
unfit to fight successfully the battle of the Church. The Apostle

Matthias brought no fresh element into the apostolic body : the

choice of man was not sufficient for this. So the Lord chose
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another instrument, who, labouring with the other apostles in a

long course of development, brought the work to its desked end.

We first have to consider the mode in which Paul was called, and

then how the further development came to pass through his

ministry.

Wlien Stephen, the first champion against the Pharisaical spirit

of Judaism, was stoned to death by his own nation, Saul was

present, and took a special pleasure in his end (Acts vii. 58-

viii. 1). But the sacrifice bore its fruit ; and out of the ashes of

Stephen grew up the spirit of a Paul. He who helped to slay

the martyr was God's chosen instrument in fulfilling the great

task which that martjrr had scarcely anticipated. As to the

mode and story of his conversion, the apostle himself is the first

witness, and the account in the Acts must be compared with his

statements. In this the Epistle to the Galatians is of primary

importance. Paul begins with the declaration that his apostle-

ship was not of men, or conferred by man, not even, indeed,

through human interposition ; hence the gospel preached by him

was not of men (Gal. i. 1, 11), being neither received from nor

taught by men, but solely through the revelation of Jesus Christ.

Paul, having originally been an unbeliever and most zealous per-

secutor of the Church, because an adherent to the traditions of

his fathers (ver. 13 ff.), it pleased God to reveal His Son in his

inmost being (ev e/iol, ver. 16), that he might preach Him among

the heathen. An tt7ro«aXuA|rt9 therefore preceded, and this alone

made him an apostle, and enlightened him as to the gospel.

Moreover, he had not been in any way dependent on the apostles

(vers. 17, 18) ; for not until three years after did he visit Peter

at Jerusalem, and abode there fifteen days. To the churches

in Judea he was personally unknown, but they praised God for

his conversion and ministry ; and the apostles gave to him the

ri"ht hand of fellowship. This is the sense in which he maintains

that his conversion was through Christ alone. Between his

Jewish and his Clu-istian life there was no interval. He de-

scribes the suddenness of his conversion as a liglit breaking forth

in him (cf. 1 Cor. ix. 1 ; 2 Cor. iv. G). The emphatic corrobora-

tion of his apostolic authority is that he himself also had seen

Christ. As his rivals laid great stress on the visions and revela-

tions which had been afforded them, he, too, is compelled, although

reluctantly, to mention those he had received (1 Cor. ix. ; 2 Cor.
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xii.). His intention in this is most evident from 1 Cor. xv. 8.

He there enumerates the witnesses of Jesus' resurrection, and

amongst them names himself. According to 1 Cor. ix. 1, he had

seen the risen and glorified Jesus, and this was the revelation

(Gal. i. 16) by which he suddenly received light in his inmost

being, and became entirely changed. With respect to the details

of the event, the Acts of the Apostles supplements the apostle's

statement, by relating it (ch. ix. 1—22) in connection with all that

resulted from the persecution which broke out after Stephen's

death. After the death of the martjrr, Paul put in action his

persecuting zeal, and, when on his way to Damascus with an

authority from the high priest to imprison the Christians in that

city, he was suddenly shone upon by a heavenly light, and heard

the call of the Lord. Being blinded, he fasted and prayed for

three days, until in a vision he was directed to Ananias, a

Christian of Damascus, who in the same way had received

directions as to Paul. The latter, being restored to sight by

Ananias, was introduced into the Church, in which, to the

astonishment of all, he appeared as a teacher. This narrative

entirely agrees with the way in which the apostle himself de-

scribes his conversion, as being effected suddenly by the Lord

HimseK through His appearance and inward enlightening. In

full conformity with the custom of ancient historians, and because,

perhaps, it seemed necessary to impress deeply the fact on its

readers, the Acts of the Apostles makes Paul relate this event

on two occasions. The differences in the narrative are easily

reconciled. The apostle's companions saw no person, but per-

ceived the light ; and Paul alone heard the articulate voice, and

what it said. And by all the other differences,—the account of

the further visions (ch. xxii.), and the non-mention of Ananias

(ch. xxvi.),—the essential character of the facts remains unaltered.

The variations are, indeed, insignificant, and are readily explained

by the intentional omission of some details, and the prominence

given to others, just as the exigency of the moment suggested to

the apostle. Thus, his intercourse with the legally pious Ananias,

and his vision in the temple, are told to the people in Jerusalem

(cf 2 Cor. xii. 9). His call to the apostleship was simultaneous

with his conversion ; for, apart from his subsequent vision in the

temple, he felt himself immediately provided with the gift of the

apostolic spirit. This he was conscious of, as a gift of a knowledge
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of Jesiis as the Eedeemer (Gal. i. and ii.), wliicli was independent

of other men, and based on the enlightenment and revelation of

Christ. He felt it, too, to be the gift of an independent energy

of efficiency for Christ's cause, complete in the power of Christ,

and united with the outpouring of the Holy Spirit (1 Cor. xv.

10, cf 9 ; 2 Cor. xii. ; cf. Gal. ii. 8 ; Eph. iii. 2-9). There

was vouchsafed to him an independent conviction of the truth of

Jesus' resurrection (1 Cor. xv.). On the one hand, he exalts the

gift of the apostolic function as the first and highest among the

gifts of the Spirit (1 Cor, xii. 28 ; Eph. iv. 11), and, on the other,

he asserts the equality of his apostolic dignity with that of the

other apostles ; indeed, he describes himself as one who had

laboured more than all of them. We may gather from this the

specific sense in which he ascribes to himself this office and its

gifts. Thus, therefore, a new instrument had been prepared in

the sphere of the Christian Church. Ere, however, we consider

Paul's ministry, we must endeavour to get an insight into the

course of development of his knowledge. It has been a subject

of question whether the actual substance of his Christian know-

ledge, as it appears in his epistles, was attained by him gradually

in the course of the struggle, or whether it was taught him by

other Christians. We must negative both ideas. As regards the

latter, the question would arise, whether, at the time of Paul's

conversion, there were generally any Christians who had arrived

at a clear perception of the actual point in the comprehension of

the gospel to which the former had attained. The conversion of

Cornelius, and of the Gentiles at Antioch, appears to have been

a subsequent event. It is, too, very improbable that such un-

fettered ideas existed among any of the Christians at Damascus.

That they were not generally current, is proved by the instances

of Peter and the other apostles. There is no trace of Paul having

come in contact with the men at Antioch. We find in him,

besides, from the very first, a clear and developed consciousness oi

that which had been previously done in this respect without his co-

operation, but, at the same time, done under extraordinary circum-

stances, and without any prevailing conviction. The principle

exhibited itself in him with all the power of originality, and in a

decisive course of action. His own testimony (Gal. i. and ii.) is

conclusive on this point. His gospel, as he there calls it, is the

expression of his own individual perception, being characteristic-
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ally distinguished from the doctrinal type of the rest of the

apostles, in that he regarded Christianity chiefly in its contrast to

the Old Testament religion, and, in virtue of this contrast, asserted

it to be a new way of salvation for all men. His own testimony,

therefore, proves the originality of his standpoint. We are thus

led on to the question, whether he himself only gradually framed

his views ; but he himself derives the individuality of his teaching

from the revelation which, according to Gal. i. 16, was made to

him at a certain time, clearly at the commencement of his con-

version, at which time his peculiar views were certainly originated.

Light had broken in upon him ; but the connection of detailed

points was a matter of gradual development, and, from the founda-

tion laid, the whole scheme of doctrine grew out into organic life.

This does not exclude the fact of other revelations (Gal. ii. 2
;

2 Cor. xii. 1, cf. 7), all of which, however, bore some special

import. The essential root of the matter was nevertheless planted

at the first beginning.

All the points which might be supposed needful for such a

sudden and thorough transformation existed in his character, and

these were perfected by the mode of his conversion. One link

of union may perhaps be found in his Hellenistic education ; and

the Alexandrine-Jewish theology might also have helped as a

subordinate element. The main feature in Paul, his strict Phari-

saism, developing as it did into red-hot fanaticism, must at all

events put an end to certain rationalistic explanations as to the

gradual effect of early impressions and the milder views derived

from a Gamaliel ; but yet, in this very Pharisaism, joined to the

conscientiousness of his zeal and the force of his character, is

found the great subjective force which explains so entire and

sudden a transformation in his views and life. To this, however,

must be added the objective impulse of the most potent agency

employed in his conversion, when, being actually engaged in the

work of persecution, he was at once convinced of the fact of the

resurrection of Jesus, partly by a material and perceptible pheno-

menon, and partly by inward enlightening.

The peculiar course of his conversion and calling is, moreover,

the prime mover in the special character of his ministry, and the

principles which guided him in it. The sharper the line of dis-

tinction between his two states of mind,—the law, and faith in

Jesus,—and the shorter the interval ol time that divided them.

u
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the more forcibly must the contrast "between them have struck

him. They stand opposed as night and day (2 Cor. iv, 6 ; Eom.

xiii. 12 ; 1 Thess. v. 5), and were henceforth contrasted in his

mind like death and life. To the rest of the apostles, too, Chris-

tianity seemed to be a new life, but yet distinguished only to a

certain extent from their former views. But to Paul this dis-

tinction became a perfect contrariety. Thus was formed his

conception of Christianity, which may be divided into two

propositions : (1.) That salvation is to be found only in the

gospel in Jesus Christ, and not in the law ; in faith alone, and

not in works of the law—for Paul's condition under the law now
seemed to him to be a state of darkness and death. He was,

therefore, the more decided that the law, even at its best, could

not avail to lead to righteousness in God's sight and to true life,

much less to a knowledge of sin and its misery ; and that the

very aim and signification of Christ and His redemption was that

which the law could not satisfactorily effect. Compare the whole

purport of the Epistles to the Galatians, Romans, and Philippians.

The life, the depth of perception, and the fervour with which, in

Eom. vii., Paul describes the whole position—the striving and

wTestlings, and yet the impotence—of one under the law, warrant

us in believing that he there gives his own personal experience

;

and we are also shown how much the fundamental principle of

his teaching was bound up with the actual nature of his conver-

sion. (2.) The second proposition, connected with the first, is

that all participation in the salvation in Christ is granted by

grace, so that it is intended for the Gentiles no less than for the

Jews. This was a simple conclusion from the former proposition,

and must have been specially impressed upon the apostle's mind

by his own experience. He had been a persecutor, and his own
conversion must have been an evident proof to him of the un-

deserved grace of the God who called him, apart from any claim

on his part (1 Tim. i. 13-16); tlierein was rooted his view of

the complete freedom of this grace (1 Cor. i. 26-29 ; Tit. iii. 5 f
;

Horn. ix. 10). But this was also the groundwork of his view as

to the calling of the Gentiles. To his mind, any idea of his pre-

eminence over the Gentiles was psychologically impossible : all

distinction between tliem disappeared in the strong feeling of

man's common sinfulness (Eom. iii. 5 ; Gal. iii. 22). All that

iSaul the Pharisee liad deemed to be hicrh advantage and honour
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was now as nothing in Paul's eyes (Phil. iii. 4-7). His whole

view was based upon the consciousness afforded him in his con-

version ; and from this sprang his whole line of teaching as to

sin and grace.

His actual ministry was in entire harmony with the peculiar

principle of his way of looking at the gospel. He pseached the

gospel to the Gentiles, st» that communities were formed of

Gentile Christians, which were to be endowed with all the privi-

leges of their Jewish brethren,—he himself, indeed, chiefly con-

sidering himself to be the apostle of the Gentiles. We are not

able to follow out accurately the traces of his ministry during the

earhest years after his conversion. According to the Epistle to

the Galatians, he first abode in Arabia, and thence returning to

Damascus, visited Jerusalem about three years after, where, how-

ever, he made but a short sojourn. The Acts of the Apostles

omits the stay in Arabia, relating only that after many days,

rj/xipai iKavai (Acts ix. 23), Paul was threatened in Damascus by

the Jews (2 Cor. xi. 52), and that the journey to Jerusalem im-

mediately followed. It has been thought strange, but incorrectly

so, that the Acts of the Apostles is entirely silent as to the

sojourn in Arabia. Looking at the decided and active character

of Paul, it is certainly improbable that this interval was employed

in mere meditation and the formation of his views. But he

himself does not speak of any active ministry or its results. If,

therefore, Luke was unacquainted with the details, he might very

naturally in his brief narration include this period in the sojourn

at Damascus ; for his aim simply was to show, in the face of

the Jewish enmity against Paul, that the latter did not separate

himself from the ancient community with any hostile feelings.

Paul, on the other hand, having a different end in view, might,

by the mention of this sojourn and the interval of time it in-

volves, bring prominently forward his independence of the other

apostles. There is no unhistorical discrepancy between the Acts

and the Epistle to the Galatians, in the fact that the former

represents Paul as preaching the gospel not only to the Gentiles

but to the Jews also, and, indeed, always to the Jews first ; also

that, when among heathen nations and in their cities, he always

first visited the Jews' synagogue, and there first spoke to the

Gentiles who might frequent it. Indeed, this line of conduct

appears from his epistles to have been a principle with him ; for
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in his idea tlie gospel was intended for all men, but yet first

and chiefly for the Jews, inasmuch as the latter possessed the

promise, and by it were prepared for the gospel (c£ Eom. i. 16,

and chs. ix., xi.). The Gentries, as the wild twig, must be grafted

on to the excellent olive-tree of the theocratic nation ; and Israel's

existing stubbornness does not do away with their original call.

Thus, his words in Eom. xv. are in entire harmony with the

fundamental ideas contained in the Epistle to the Romans. Be-

sides, with respect to the relation to the law, he lays it down as

his principle to be "all things to all men" (1 Cor. ix. 20 f. ),

in which, on the one hand, an accommodation to the Jewish

customs is expressed, and, on the other, a free line of conduct in

independence of the law. Both are contained in his two-sided

view of the relation of the old covenant to the gospel ; the latter

being, on the one hand, identical with the former, on the other,

something essentially new. If a stress be laid on one side only,

not only may a contradiction result between the Acts and the

Pauline epistles, but even between individual portions of the

latter. But let both sides be comprehended together, as Paul

himself laid them down, and they will be found to harmonize

readily in his life, in his independence and brotherly relationship

to the ancient community. In Jerusalem, Barnabas now com-

menced his intercourse with Paul ; but the animosity of the Jews

against the apostate allowing him no lengthened sojourn there,

the brethren sent him by Coesarea to Tarsus. Here, in his Cilician

home, he doubtless founded Gentile churches (cf. Acts xv. 23, 41);

for Barnabas appears to already know of him as a teacher of the

Gentiles, as he fetches him thence to Antioch. Here, in the city

which was now the metropolis of Gentile Christianity, that which

Jerusalem had been during the earlier stages of development,

—

-\\-liere, too, the Gentiles first applied the world-renowned name

XptcTTtavoi to those who had before called themselves fiadrjTd'i,

u8e\(f)ov^, or '7narevovra<i, but had received from the Jews the

contemptuous designation of Nazareno,—here, in Antioch, Paul

worked with Barnabas for a wliole year, and henceforth becomes

the hero of the history of the apostolical Church. He next

undertook, with Barnabas, a journey (mentioned Acts xi. 30)

to Jerusalem, to convey the contribution sent thither during the

time of famine. After this one year's ministry follow his great

mission-journeys into Gentile countries, three journeys being
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enumerated. According to Acts xiii., Paul set out upon the

first of these from Antioch in company with Barnabas and Jolm

Mark (who, however, returned to Jerusalem from Pamphylia).

They journeyed through Seleucia, Cyprus, Paphos, Antioch in

Pisidia, Iconium, Lystra, and Derbe ; thence through Lystra, etc.,

back to Antioch, where he again remained quiet some time (?).

In the meantime, the important controversies arose which led him

to Jerusalem (Acts xv.), whence with Silas and Judas he again

returned to Antioch. Soon after (ch. xv. 36), he started thence

on his second long journey with Silas to Lystra, and, with Timothy

accompanying him, to Troas, wlien Luke also appears to have

travelled with him, and so on to Europe, through Samothracia to

Philippi and Thessalonica. Paul's companions remaining here,

he went on to Athens and Corinth, whence, after a year and a

half's sojourn, he again returned through Ephesus and Syxia to

Jerusalem. Not long after, he commenced his third great mission-

journey to Galatia, Phrygia, and Ephesus. At the latter place,

where he remained two years, he wrote his first Epistle to the

Corinthians. He then travelled into Macedonia and Greece,

where he abode three months, and then through Macedonia and

Philippi to Troas, Mitylene, Tyre, and Jerusalem at the time of

the feast. In Jerusalem he was made a prisoner, and was

detained for two years at Caesarea, and afterwards at Eome, at

least for a length of time sufficient to realize the wish he had

expressed in his Epistle to the Ptomans in reference to the

Church there. At this point his history in the Acts of the

Apostles comes to a close.

Paul's ministry was thus the means of establishing Christianity

in Syria and Asia Minor, in Greece, and as far as lUyria,—indeed,

in the world-renowned city of Eome itself. And it was so estab-

lished that, especially in the cities, the centres of intercourse for

a whole province, mother churches were founded. But yet all

this was only the external aspect of his vocation. Whilst the

gospel was being carried to the Gentiles, his efforts tended to

maintain the inward unity of the Church,—the living bond of

union between the Gentile and Jewish communities,—so that no

irreconcilable opposition should be established between them, but

that Christianity should be developed in all its peculiarity and

unity. In this, too, Paul took the lead of aU the others, although

he had the most distinguished ot the apostles as his fellow-
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workers. It was pre-eminently his great task to bring together

the universal and historical character of Christianity in a living

unity. For this the chief requisite was that the metropolis of

Gentile Cln-istianity, which was forming in Antioch, should be

placed in connection with the mother Church at Jerusalem. Paul

assisted in this object, by promoting the contributions of the Gen-

tile Christians to the poor brethren in Jerusalem (Acts xi. 27),

—a measure which he subsequently treated as a regular practice

(Gal. ii. 10 ; 1 Cor. xvi. 1 ff. ; 2 Cor. viii., and Lx. 12). This was

not only a question of outward support, but also of a linking to-

gether of the churches, and of a fellowship in faith. The great

contrariety in religious views, wliich was now developed, is noticed

in the Pauline epistles, especially that to the Galatians ; and the

author of tlie Acts of the Apostles, however much his aim was to

represent the unity of Pauline and Jewish Christianity, in no way

blinks the fact. On the contrary, he shows how, in Antioch,

under the influence of the Church of Jerusalem, this contrariety

broke out into open controversy, so that it was to be feared that,

between the two churches, something like hostility might arise.

The important fact that the originators of the Gentile Church at

Antioch came from Jerusalem, constituted an indissoluble bond

of union, which was of essential support to Paul. But the more

strictly disposed JeAvish Christians at Jerusalem had merely

acknowledged this Church as a fact, and were, indeed, only led

by facts to this bare acknowledgment. They now saw this fact

growing up into gigantic proportions, and yet their inward scruples

were not overcome nor even silenced, and they were compelled to

fear that they should see the old mother Church surpassed by this

Gentile community. A reaction then necessarily set in, Mdiich

was headed by zealots, some of whom were vehement and some

anxious as to the result. The fit moment seemed to have arrived

for coming to a thorough understanding, and thus obviating any

schism. Events now followed in quick succession. Certain

Christians came from Judea to Antioch, and required that the

Gentile Christians should be circumcised, as a condition of sal-

vation (Acts XV. 1). These were men who had been Pharisees,

and now, as Christians, desired to retain all the Pharisaical prin-

ciples as to the law. Paul and Barnabas most decidedly opposed

these views. Nothing of the kind had been hitherto expected

from the Gentiles ; and now the requisition did not proceed either
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from the apostles themselves, or from the mass of Jewish Christians

generally, but from a certain extreme party among them. This

entirely agrees with the designation which Paul applies to these

people (Gal. ii. 4, Sia tov? irapeia-aKTOvi ylrevSaSiXcjiov'i) ; and all

that he says in this passage is in full harmony with the Acts of

the Apostles. But the matter in question, now that it was openly

brought forward, needed a thorough settlement, so that the pillars

of the Church, acknowledged as such on both sides, might come

to an understanding with Paul and Barnabas as to the negation

of this Pharisaico-Christian principle. It was therefore resolved

in Antioch to send delegates to Jerusalem with this end in view.

This conclusion may have been mainly brought about by Paul's

airoKakvy^L'i (mentioned Gal. ii.), and the consequent modification

of his opinions. Of that which took place in Jerusalem we have

a double account, in Acts xv. 6-29 and GaL ii. 1-10 ; for it may
be assumed as settled that Paul's two journeys to Jerusalem are

identical. Whether the fourteen years be reckoned from his first

visit to Jerusalem or from the date of his conversion, in either

case he had exercised his GentUe apostleship more than ten

years when this question arose. According to the Acts, after

Paul and his companions had met with a kindly reception from

the apostles who were there, and the elders of the Church, there

first ensued a communication on the part of the delegates as to

the great things God had wrought by them. But even at this

first meeting (Acts xv. 4), which was distinct from the subsequent

public assembly, and was of a more private character, certain

Pharisaical Christians expressed the same opinions which had

been propounded in Antioch. This led to the calling of a formal

public assembly of the heads of the Church (ver. 6, oi aTroaToKot,

Koi ol Trpea^vrepoi Gvvrj'^drjcrav). The historian does not conceal

from us that this meetmg from the first was a stormy one, and

contrary opinions were rudely opposed to one another. But

Peter's speech was of a conciliatory character, and first of all led

the zealots to feel that it was through the dispensation of God, as

they indeed knew, that the gospel had proved so effectual to the

Gentiles and that the latter had become believers, the testimony

of the gift of the Holy Spirit confirming God's will as to their

acceptance. He reverted also to the standpoint which the Church

at Jerusalem had taken with regard to the conversion of the

Gentiles, even before the agency of the Apostle Paul. This had,
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at all events, the effect of tranquillizing and enlightening the con-

fusion of the controversy, so that the historical account given by

Paul and Barnabas was calmly listened to. The decision itself

was brought on by James, who in all points enjoyed the highest

authority among the Jewish Christian party (Gal. ii. 12), on

account of his living in strict conformity to the law. He, naming

Peter by his Hebrew name Simeon, in the first place pointed to

the prophecies of the old covenant, which speak of the adoption

of the Gentiles into the theocracy ; but, for the decision of the

matter itself, makes a conciliatory proposal, that the fulfilment of

the statutory law of the Old Testament should not be imposed

upon the Jewish Christians, and that salvation should rot be

made dependent on this, but on the grace of God in Christ, and

faith in Him alone. But in order to facilitate the fellowship of

the Jewish and Gentile Christians in daily life, the latter must

take a step to meet the former. It was difficult for the Jews to

look upon a Gentile as pure, and especially a Gentile Christian,

unless he renounced everything which belonged to or even called

to mind the worship of idols, as both Gentiles and Jews were

very apt to bring along with them into Christianity much that

was connected with their former life. The Gentile Christians

were therefore to keep the so-called Noachian commandments,

which, indeed, were considered to be addressed to all nations, and

to abstain from pollutions of idols, things strangled, and blood,

and also from iropvela. It has seemed rather a difficult question

how the latter point comes to be mentioned in this connection.

But it must be understood here as referring to customs whicli had

become established among heathen nations ; so that, on going over

to Christianity, the full idea of chastity was not entertained, as, for

thousands of years, this sensual pleasure had been looked upon not

merely as an adiaphoron, but even as something praiseworthy, and

to a certain extent connected witli worship. The Jewish law had

a far higher idea of chastity, wliich, however, did not attain to

the dignity and purity of the Christian view. In any case, the

matter in question here was a certain participation in idolatrous

W(jrship, and the customs connected therewith. This proposal

was no doubt a very wise one. It held fast to the principles of

the gospel, and, without burdening the conscience, facilitated the

outward fellowship between the two parties, thus opening out the

way for their inward blending. Paul, too, need feel no scruple
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in accepting tlie proposition; for the iropvela was of course

entirely opposed to the Christian standpoint, and the otlier matters

were no real hindrance to the Gentile Christians, He himself

looked upon it as a bounden duty to show every indulgence to

his weaker feUow-Christians (Kom. xiv. 1 3 ; 1 Cor, x, 2 3 ff.)

;

and as to eating of meat offered to idols, he expresses himself

very decisively (1 Cor, viii. and x.).

After this proposal was resolved upon, a letter to the same

effect was written to the Church of Antioch ; and the whole com-

munity rejoiced at this solution of the matter. Paul's account in

the Epistle to the Galatians is in entire harmony with this narra-

tive. He, indeed, does not mention the public assembly and con-

sultation, but he relates how he and Barnabas came to Jerusalem

about this question, and that there the fundamental truth of his

persuasion of the gospel was not attacked, but that, on the con-

trary, the chief apostles gave to them the right hand of fellow-

ship ; also, that circumcision and the observance of the Mosaic

law was not required from the Gentile Christians ; and that his

call to be an apostle to the Gentiles was recognised as a settled

matter in full brotherly union. The fact of Paul's being attacked

by false brethren, and nevertheless acknowledged by the most

distinguished apostles, was, as regarded his teaching, the most

striking confirmation of his apostolic independence. This, there-

fore, was what he had to lay the stress upon in Ids account ; and

in the epistle might naturally content himseK with stating no

more than bore upon the relation which was brought about in his

private negotiation with the apostles, and the result of it, which

followed in the public assembly. Luke, on the other hand, was

bound to narrate the convention of the apostles, and, as an his-

torian, to give an accurate account of the course of development

of the Church generally. And although he does not touch upon

the promise of contributions for the poor Jewish Christians

(Gal. ii. 10), stiU in other places he makes quite sufficient men-

tion of this part of Paul's ministry. Neither does the subsequent

conduct of Peter at Antioch (Gal. ii, 11) at all militate with the

way in which he is made to appear on this occasion by the Acts

of the Apostles, For although he does not appear there to have

acted according to his former principles, still Paul clearly enough

expresses that it was not because he held a different opinion.

On the contrary, his conduct seems to have been an accommoda-
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tion of principle to the strict Jews, wliicli Paul cliaracterizes by

the strong terms viroaTeWeov and v7r6Kpc(Tc<i, as being in opposi-

tion to Peter's own convictions,—a line of conduct in which he

must have perceived the great injustice he was committing against

the Gentile Christians and the truth of the gospel itself, which,

too, was all the more dangerous, as by his example others, as

Barnabas, were led away. In Paul's address to Peter (Gal. il

14-16), he evidently treats the latter as one who had previously

held different views ; and on this account Peter could not answer

him.

But, notwithstanding the apostles' decree, and its acceptance at

Antioch, and also the fact that Paul on every occasion exhorted

to this course of action (Acts xvi. 4 ; Eom. xiv. ; 1 Cor. viii. and

X.), the contest assuredly was not yet concluded. Thus, indeed,

it is represented in the Acts of the Apostles. When Paul, years

after, again came to Jerusalem (Acts xxi.), we see how great the

division still was between the Gentile and Jewish Christians. It

was not now desired that the former should observe the law ; but

the question had reached a new stage, and the Jewish Christians

thought that Paul outwardly taught the latter that they were

no longer to keep it. This, however, was insufferable to them

;

fur the law, to the Jews of that time, still continued a matter of

conscience ; and, consequently, the excitement was stiU great in

the Jewish community. The reaction would be all the more

likely to break out again ; because, looking at the great increase

of the Church, even among the Jews (Acts xxi. 20), there were

certainly many only superficially affected by Christianity, who
had only outwardly changed the hope of the expected Messiah

for faith in the ]\Iessiahsliip of Jesus, and therefore might readily

be led away by the spirit of Pharisaical zeaL But even in the

churches which Paul himself founded he must have seen that the

same seed was sown ; indeed, in the Galatian Church, the reaction

of tliese KUKol ipyc'nac was enabled to make head so powerfully,

that they also desired that the Gentile Christians should be cir-

cumcised. In Corinth, too, his apostolical authority was attacked

on this point, and he was compelled to vindicate it in his epistles.

In Eome itself, he had to oppose the view that salvation resulted

from the righteousness of the law. The same appearances are

evident at Philippi. The Jewish Cliristiaus were certain to be

again stirred up, so long as they lived together amid the holy
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places with the Jews themselves, who looked upon Paul as a

blasphemer of the law. Only the destruction of the city and the

donig away of the temple could overcome this opposition. And
yet, through all this, Paul did not waver, either in his great prin-

ciples of gospel freedom, or in the noble mildness and amicable

toleration of his conduct, condescending to their weakness when-

ever it was possible (Acts xxi. 26). Like a rock in a tempest,

he stood amid the fermenting elements, certain of his victory.

Thus far we are led by the records of the New Testament

history of the apostolical period. In the rest of the literature of

the New Testament, especially the writings of John, we get but a

glimpse of a fourth stage of development in the Christian com-

munity. But it is certain that we are thereby transferred to a

standpoint, in which the contest appears to have ceased, and the

opposition between the Jewish and Gentile Christians to have

been obviated. We here find the fact acknowledged as an undis-

puted certainty, that the law only came by Moses, and that grace

and truth came by Jesus Christ ; that the old covenant was, in-

deed, a divine preparation, but that Christianity was something

essentially new. As the Epistle to the Hebrews so constantly

refers to the Old Testament form of worship, we might have ex-

pected to find some hint that all this worship had come to an

end. The fact that no such hint exists has been made use of to

prove that this epistle was composed before the destruction of

Jerusalem. But the fact of this event having preceded, may just

as well have suggested to the author to show that, although the

law and its substance no longer existed, they were nevertheless

fulfilled in Christianity. Among the Antilcgomena of the New
Testament, the second Epistle of St. Peter must, in all critical

probability, be placed in this later period ; and in it, too, we find

tlie reconciliation of this opposition presupposed as a matter of

fact, and, indeed, expressly mentioned (2 Pet. iii. 15 f). If we
add to these considerations, that the traoical issue of the second

Jewish war under Hadrian, which destroyed the remnant of the

Jewish nation, must have also tended to depress the Jewish

element in the Christian Church, we shall completely make good

the idea that the Christian community became more and more

independent of the Jewish nationality.
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III.—THE COMMENCEMENT OF OUTWAED ACTION IN
THE APOSTOLIC COMMUNITY.

§ 5 0. The Conflict of the Apostolic Church loith the World.

The essence of Judaism consisted in a one-sided absorption in

the law ; and therefore it chiefly exhibited itself, on the one

hand, in the haughty, self-righteous limitation of God's grace to

the Jewish people to the exclusion of all other nations, and, on

the other hand, in a slavish clinging to the letter of the law,

and a stedfast adherence to all its legal statutes. And now, in

direct opposition to all this, Christianity presented itself as a life

common to all, which depended upon Christ as a freer and

more living Spirit, designed for all people and all times. In the

spirit of Christianity the divine as well as the human part of

the old covenant was acknowledged, for that spirit asserted

itself as the fulfilment of the law and the prophets, in con-

formity with the example of Jesus Himself. How severe a

conflict the Christian community had, on this account, to wage

against the reaction of Judaism, the steps of their development,

and, still more, the ministry of the Apostle Paul, have abeady

shown. If we look still deeper into the elements with which

Christianity had to contend, M^e shall find the practical Judaistic

school must be separated from those of a more contemplative and

theosophic kind. The practical school maintains itself on its

summit of Pharisaism, and declares itself in the demand that

the Gentile Christians should be circumcised, and should fulfil

the Mosaic laws. This demand was not complied with ; but

this very failure, and the fact of the ministry of Paul making so

powerful an impression on the heathen, provoked those zealots

yet more, as we have already seen in the Galatian transactions,

it being there shown that they even led away the Gentile Chris-

tians with them in their delusion. Those in Corinth appear to

have acted more liberally. There the Judaistic part of the com-

munity divided itself into two parties, ol rov Kfjcfja and ol rov

XpiGTov,—which last boasted, as it ap})cars, of a closer and more

direct union with the Lord. This was perhaps on account of their

holding to James. The chief thing we know about them is only

their indirect opposition to the Pauline principles, through their

disputing the apostolic authority of Paul, as compared, at least,
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with that of the older apostles. They must have acted similarly

at Philippi, where the apostle contrasted with them his own
Jewish pretensions (iii. 2 ff.) ; at the same time he there had

reason to attack their moral character. Such men had crept in,

too, at Eome, according to Eom. xvi, 17-20, where the stock of

the community, without doubt, were Jewish Christians, and

mildly Judaistic in character. We cannot conclude from the

contents of the Epistle to the Eomans that circumcision was no

longer a matter in question, or go so far as to say it is not

even mentioned (cf. ch. iv.). Neither can we conclude from chs.

ix.-xi. that the Judaistic party had here generally set them-

selves against all conversions from the Gentiles. These chapters

are easily interpreted, if we look upon the apostle as merely

obviating the Judaistic scruples that, owing to the actual non-

acceptance of the gospel by so many of the Jews, the Old Testa-

ment promises to the people were not fulfilled,—which amounted

to a doubt as to the Messianic character of the gospel. But

certainly the Epistle to the Eomans exhibits a peculiar modi-

fication of the practical Judaistic school in ch. xiv., where the

apostle distinguishes between the weak and the strong in the

community, and points those out as the weak who make dis-

tinctions in their food, only eating vegetables, and even abstain-

ing from wine (ver. 21). In the same way also they held to the

setting apart of days. James already represented an ascetico-

Judaistic school in Jerusalem. This school might assert itself

with feeble timidity within the limits of Christianity ; but it

might also combine with a theosophical and more universal view,

so that we find it very clearly distinguished from the merely

practical Judaism opposed by St. Paul in Col. ii. 16 f. These

Judaists were indeed ascetic, but not merely in the legal sense.

They shared more in the spirit of the Essenes, but at the same

time they displayed a superstitious reverence for superior spirits,

which leads to a connection with that theosophy pervading the

East, of which Essenism itself was only an offspring. All these

forms of Jewish teaching, Christianity had to overcome. In this

process of enlightenment, all that remained of the Old Testament

was the ethical monotheism in the form of the divine manifesta-

tion, and the reference to an historical and preparative develop-

ment.

But the spirit of the heathen v/orld also opposed Christianity.
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The essence of heathenism was an absorption in nature, mingled

partly with a materialistic unbelief and superstition, and partly

with a blunted morality and a seK-chosen worship. This un-

belief had gradually given way to the necessity of Theism, but

with it there arose at the same time a materialistic superstition

;

whilst the -need felt of some elevation above mere nature had led

to an ever-extending system of magic, which, arising chiefly in

the East, especially in Chaldea and Eg}^t, found its way even

into the very centre of the Eoman empire. This heathen magic,

also, Christianity now encountered on its course of extension, and

had to overcome. Of this conflict, implied as it is in the nature

of the case, the apostolic history gives us examples—that of the

magician Simon (Acts viii. 9-11); that of Elymas (ch. xiii.

8-13) ; and, further, in ch. xix. 19 f. Magic had also mingled

itself with Judaism generally, as Josephus relates, in the form of

exorcism, and also in other shapes. The 7077x6? in 2 Tim. iii. 13

can only be regarded as deceivers generally, but, from the context,

they are without doubt deceivers in this specific signification.

How, on the other hand, idolatry and deep immorality were con-

nected with this heathen materialism, Paul himself has shown

(Rom. i., cf. 1 Cor. vi. 9-11 ; Eph. iv. 17-19). Even where

Christianity had taken root in heathen life, these immoralities

were sure always to be appearing at least in the form of tempta-

tions, though not invincible temptations. If, also, in heathen

territory a custom of any evil nature had become firmly estab-

lished, Christianity was not, at least at its commencement, in a

position at once to overturn the whole custom, especially as the

converted heathen still continued to live in a state of relation to

the unconverted, and convenience still exercised great power over

them. The apostles themselves did not even require that the

Christians should cut themselves off from social intercourse with

unbelievers ; for Paul supposes the case of their being invited by

tliem to idolatrous feasts, as well as to other meals, to which, in

general, he raises no objection (1 Cor. x. 27 ff.). But it now can

easily be understood how the apostles had sometimes to fight

against the remnants of heathen usages, as is shown by the

grievous lapses dealt witli in 1 Cor. v., vi., and the mention of

TTopveia (Acts xv. 20), and by the general and special admoni-

tions (Eph. iv. 17 ff., V. 3 ff.; Pom. xiii. 11 ff". ; ] Cor. x. 14 ff".
;

1 Tliess. iv. 4 ff. ; 1 Pet. iv. 1 ff.). "We see the tendency to fall
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"back into heathen libertinism especially attacked in the first

Epistle of John, ch. iii., cf. v, 21, in the second Epistle of Peter,

in the Epistle of Jude, and in the Eevelation of St. John ii. 1 4 f.,

XX. 3, 4. Antinomian tendencies could, by misrepresenting it,

link themselves on to the Pauline idealism. And as the Judaistio

zeal affected here and there even Gentile Christians, so reversely

we see converted Jewish zealots tainted with this libertinism

(cf. Phil. iii. 18 f.; Ptom. xvi. 18; Tit. i. 10-16). In other

respects, perhaps, Hellenism and heathenism presented to Chris-

tianity some important points on which it would lay hold, not

only because the necessity of belief in a living world-creating

God had been awakened even among them, but also because the

very universality of the gospel, meeting the progress of Hellenic

civilisation, and of the national spirit of Eome, made that true in

a higher sense which religious syncretism was already striving

after. But Christianity still had before it the gigantic task of

overcoming the spirit of the old times, and, through the free and

living Spirit from God, establishing a new world-transforming

principle. It is therefore easily seen how, at all times, but moSt
especially when it drew new nations into its sphere, it had a

tremendous conflict to undergo in that ferment, out of which

the heterogeneous elements of spu-itual life were to be gradually

separated.

I
51. Tlie Constitutional Form of the Apostolic Church.

In the fulfilment of its great task, it was necessary to the

Christian community to mould itself into an organic unity by
appropriate outward forms. It is not our aim here to investigate

fuUy the history of the constitutional form of the Christian

society as we find it in the New Testament, and must limit our-

selves to pointing out the principal features of the development.

Christianity, like every powerful society, spontaneously evolved

the forms of its arrangements, at the same time making use of

what historically preceded it. And in the latter point it gave

the preference to the system of synagogue-teaching, as the most

appropriate basis of an organism with a mutual religious aim, and
for the purpose of divine worship. But while, on one hand, it

now moulded itself into established forms and prescribed functions,

seasons, and duties, yet in no way was the free scope of the spirit

of Cliristianity lost through these dispositions. We have to dis-
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tinguisli two steps in the history of this development. We meet

with the first at the time of tlie foundation of the community

at Jerusalem, and the second at the commencement of its foreign

extension. The happy foundation of the Cluristian community

was owing to the fact, that Christianity could at once attain to

a high point of confederate organization, finding as it did the

necessary period of tranquillity. It may almost be said to have

been organized, from the very commencement, by the Lord Him-
self marking out the twelve as His apostles from the number of

the disciples whom He had instructed. Around these the com-

munity gathered itself They were its natural heads ; and when
the foreign operations began, their number was sufficient to allow

of enough being left at home for the work at Jerusalem. In

these earliest times, we find united worship to be the first want

and the first tie of the community (Acts ii. 42, 46, 47) ; and,

besides, their life was in many ways passed in fellowship,—in

common meals, for instance, combined with the breaking of bread.

Indeed, the society was one in outward appearance so closely

united, that at the first glance it appears to be represented as

possessing absolute community of property. But we may con-

clude from the story of Ananias and Sapphira, and particularly

from the expressions Peter uses in accusing them, that it was
only a mutual alliance for coming forward to help all the needy.

In spirit they acknowledged all things as common to all (iv. 32),

but in practice they always adhered to the individual donation

of very noble, but partial and entu-ely free-wiQ offerings. We
see this corroborated in the aim of the diaconate, and in certain

signs which we may observe in the subsequent period, as in ch.

xii. 12, where a house is mentioned as being the private property

of the mother of Mark, which, however, she allowed the community

to use for their common needs. At the same time, we see the

first beginnings of increasing distinctions in the life of the com-

munity, which founded themselves on a natural and customary

basis. The vecoTepoi, veaviaKoi (Acts v. G-10), rendered service

amongst them in outward things. Soon after this, as the com-

munity grew, there arose a need for more fixed regulations. The

care of the poor, to which the apostles, occupied as they were

with the ministry, could no longer devote themselves, required

persons appointed expressly for it ; so they chose the deacons for

tliis office (Acts vi.). As the Spirit created the community, the
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outward needs led to further outward organization, but always,

with the retention of the spirit of Christian liberty. The apostles

were, and always remained, the heads of the community, appointed

by the Lord Himself; but nevertheless the Christians, by their

further organization, were not shut out from spontaneous action.

We see this in the election of the deacons (Acts vi. 2, 3) ; and

even in the completion of the apostolic circle (ch. i. 12—26) the

rest of the community took their part. A second step in the

formation of the outer life of the Church arises with the further

spread of Christianity. Besides the deacons, male and female, we
now find irpea-^vrepot gradually set up, overseers of the com-

munity, who were more and more needed, as the apostles, by the

multiplying and distance of the churches, were less able to fulfil

these duties alone. We have no account of the origin of this

office, but it must have grown out of the need for it at a very

early time, and, doubtless, followed the form of synagogue rule.

The apostles, as the heads appointed by the Lord Himself, ordained

teachers and overseers wherever they had founded a church, and

in that way provided for its continuance. The irpea^vrepoi, are

also called eTrla-Koirot ; and we find no trace in the New Testament

of a diflerence being at that time made between them, or that the

lirlaKOTToi had become heads over the irpea^vTepoi.

But there was always combined with these fixed forms free

spiritual action, as we may particularly notice in the Apostle Paul's

expressions as to spiritual gifts (1 Cor. xii., xiv.). The apostles

remained undisputedly the first, but, alongside with them, the gifts

of the Spirit were allowed to work freely in the community

(1 Cor. xii. 23-31). First of all, there were the gifts of the

word in a twofold form, in the instruction of the BiBdaKokoL, and

the direct outpouring of inspiration from tlie irpocfiTJTat,, to whose

working that more individual and self- edifying utterance the

>y\coa(Tai<; XaXeip is allied. The speakers with tongues were not

false teachers (cf 1 Cor. xiv. 18); but disorders occurred in the

speaking with tongues, connected with the confusion of parties,

against which the apostle speaks. These gifts came into exercise

in the assembly for divine worship, where not only one, but

many in succession, spoke. There were other gifts besides, which

belonged to the outward direction of the community (1 Cor. xii.

28), the Kv/3epvr](7eiii, the dvTiX7]-\lrei<i, as ministers to the poor,

nurses to the sick; and gifts of extraordinary capability to

X
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remedy the evils of common life, the Bvvdfiei(;, especially the

^aplafiaTa la/xaTav,—all had reference to the life of unity which

they led, and were to be carried out in love. It was the task

of Christian wisdom to take care that each of these sides, the

established administration, and the free spiritual action, should

maintain its due right ; and we see in the apostolic time that

both grew together in proportion with the living spirit of the

Church. Later, we see them gradually separate. Established

forms exhibited themselves more and more strongly, until at last

a whole system of hierarchy was founded. On the other hand,

freedom of spirit, in its one-sidedness, diverged into Montanism,

in which they set value only on direct gifts. But the apostolic

time is characterized by this harmonious concord as the earliest

stage of the development
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SECOND DIVISION.

THE TEACHING OF THE APOSTLES.

§ 52. Tlie Apostolic Teaching in general, considered in its Unity—
its Unity in Character and Source.

We must regard the apostolic teaching as a teaching which has

life in itself. The apostles and apostolic teachers include them-

selves in a participation in the new life in Christ, and teach,

as their whole testimony shows, as those who stand established

themselves in the living truth. Only in this way can the New
Testament teaching be rightly comprehended. The full proof of

this must be in the whole statement of their doctrine. But, even

from a single preliminary reference, we may find, in a writing

where the Christian doctrines are very little unfolded, how the

author considers himself, and all who have a share with him in

Christianity, as those who are spiritually begotten of God through

the word of truth (Jas. L 18),—through that same word of truth

which he proclaims, and which (ver. 21) should be received with-

out opposition, " in meekness, as the ingrafted word which is able

to save their souls." To him also who inwardly receives the

truth here taught, his soul being thereby made free, it becomes a

source ol life in him, springing from God Himself. This same

principle is common to all the apostolic writings (cf. 1 Pet. i. 3,

23, 25; 1 John i. 3 ; 1 Cor. ix. 27). On this account the

doctrine of these \vritings is not communicated as the individual

self-made doctrine of the apostles and apostolic writers, still less

as extraneous teaching derived from without, or an aggregate of

heterogeneous matter. But the Christian life, as marked out

in the doctrine, is from God ; so that the doctrine itself is also

the word of God, the power through which God calls this new

life into existence (Jas. i 18), the power of God unto redemp-

tion and unto salvation (Eom. i 16 ; Jas. i. 21). The apostles,

in communicating this word, communicate it as that which has
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already confirmed in them this life-giving and emancipating power,

and give tlie strong and living testimony ot their own experi-

ence " in demonstration of the Spirit and of power" (1 Cor. ii. 4
;

Heb. ii. 3, 4). Thus the setting forth of Christian truth in these

New Testament writings so shapes itself that, though testimony

is given of the truth of that which is promulgated, the real con-

vincing power of the demonstration rests on harmony, presup-

posed and sometimes intimated, between it and the experience

of the reader, so that the true demonstration of the Spirit and of

power is limited,—that is, it comes only to those readers who are

being led in the life-giving way of Christian truth.

The apostolic doctrine has, according to the New Testament

writings, a common origin. In the first place, one which is his-

torical,—the apostles' experimental knowledge of the appearance

and teaching of Jesus Christ. "What the apostles taught in their

vocation is directly derived from that which Jesus Himself

taught ; but His personality and His history, as far as they were

witnesses of it, were no less rich sources of knowledge for them.

Their intercourse with the Lord Himself in various circum-

stances, and also the principal facts of His history, were as much
calculated as His word to afford them light on that which must

be the main subject of their teaching—the person and the work

of Jesus Christ. But all He said to them on these points took

very little hold of them before they had been witnesses of His

whole history, until He was taken out of their sight. That

which they witnessed was the moral school through which they

were brought to a right comprehension of the person and work of

Christ; and therein lay their preparation for those special gifts

of the Spirit which came upon them after the Lord's ascension.

We see in the apostolic teaching that a reference to tlie personal

appearance and to the words of the Lord was essential to the

apostles (John i. 16, 18; 1 John i. 1-3). They regarded them-

selves as witnesses of Christ, of His life and of His sufferings

(1 Pet. V. 1 ; Heb, i. 1, ii. 3). When the word of truth is glorified

as the divine regenerator and deliverer (Jas. i. 18, 21), that which

was spoken by Christ Himself is necessarily understood to form

a part of it, and, indeed, regarded as the substance of the whole.

It is true that one of the apostolic writers,—one, indeed, who
stands pre-eminently the first in the copiousness of his teaching,

—was not a personal disciple of Jesus ; but he also refers con-
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staLtly to the historically attested bodily presence of Jesus Christ,

and appeals to the historical events of the Lord's life as much,

from the experimental knowledge which fell to his share (1 Cor.

XV. 8, cf. 11, ix. 1) as from the historical testimony of others,

which was at his command, and was set forth by him with the

greatest care (1 Cor. xv. 3-7).

But when the apostles allow us a glimpse into the source of

theh- knowledge, we find that they do not confine themselves to

their experimental acquaintance with the person and teaching of

Jesus, but that they also ajDpeal to that Spirit of Christ promised

them in the farewell discourses recorded by John (xiv.-xvii.), and

subsequently imparted (Acts ii.) to them ; in which Spirit they

claim to have the direct well-spring of their teaching, and their

warrant and authority for it. That this second inner source of

knowledge is to be placed by the side of the historical, is expressly

declared by Peter in the sermon on the day of Pentecost (Acts ii.,

also in 1 Pet. i. 12); and the same shows itself if we compare

1 John i. 1 ff. with ii. 27; and we find the greatest stress laid on

it by St. Paul (1 Cor. ii.). Here he declares part of the purport

of his doctrine to be divine wisdom,—the decree of redemption

which God ordained before the world and accomplished in due

time, which man's wisdom could not have devised (vers. 7, 9).

The other part, the setting forth of this inner meaning, was spoken

by him in words, he tells us, not those which man's wisdom
teacheth, but wdiich the Holy Ghost teacheth, as supereminently

spiritual, coming from God, and only to be estimated and compre-

hended through the influence of the Holy Ghost (vers. 13-16).

Paul lays all the more stress on this calling, the Spirit of Jesus

Christ being pre-eminently to him the Spirit of revelation, through

his not having passed through the apostolic school. He declares,

therefore, most emphatically, that he received the gospel which

he preached neither from man nor through man (Gal. i. 11, 12),

but that God had revealed His Son to him in his soul when He
called him out of darkness into light (2 Cor. iv. 6).

No one can rightly comprehend the apostolic teaching who does

not regard it in this light, and recognise each and every apostolic

doctrine as issuing irom this standpoint of spiritual, not human,

invention and accomplishment.
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§ 53. Tlie Apostolical Teaching in general, considered in its

Unity—Its Unity in Purport.

The unity of the apostolic doctrine is owing to this, that tlie

teaching of all the apostles, as far as it is historically declared to

lis in the New Testament, has for its common subject the divine

salvation and life in Jesus Christ; and therefore treats, (1) of the

person of Jesus Christ as the Lord
; (2) of the salvation and life

of which He is the Author, contrasted with the destruction brought

by sin into the world ; and hence («) of the fulfilment of the old

covenant contained in this salvation ; (h) of participation in the

same by faith in Jesus Christ through a new birth from God;
{c) of the fellowship of this faith in love

;
{d) of the completion of

this salvation through the final revelation of Jesus Christ.

The structure of this teaching rests on the broad and deep

foundation of the religious outlook upon the world, which is found

already rooted in the writings of the Old Testament, and, in its

New Testament potency and realization, spreads itself over the

whole surface of the New Testament writings. And therein lies

the essential harmony of the apostolic teaching with that of Jesus,

notwithstanding a noticeable difference between them, caused by

the advancing development of the work of Christ, and the variety

in their subject, purpose, and circumstances. If we examine the

drift of those writings of St. Paul and St. John in which their

teaching is most developed, we shall find St. John's principal

subject is life in Jesus Christ ; on the one side (objectively), that

Christ is the Life (1 John i. 1 ff.), on the other (subjectively), that

man's life consists in fellowship with Christ (1 John v. 12).

This life stands in contrast to the death which is the portion of

those men who, being out of Christ, have their fellowship with

the world (iii. 14, v. 4). The same groundwork of thought runs

also through the Pauline writings, only that there, so far as it is

taken subjectively, life is very often expressed by the negative

terms salvation (a-toTrjpia) or redemption (Rom. i. 16, x. 10, 13
;

1 Cor. i. 21). Peter also speaks of a a-fOTijpia as the goal of

faith, although now already, tlu-ough a living hope, life in a

new form and after a new standard belongs to the Christian

(1 Pet. i. 3-12). We find the same idea in Jas. i. 21, 25, ii. 14.

Therefore, according to all these apostolic writings, Christianity

13 the ruliLiiuu of salvation throush Jesus Christ. Thus tliese
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writings treat of the person of Christ as of the Lord, the Author

of salvation, on whom man depends for it. This is declared often

ex profcsso, and often it comes in casually ; and, even when the

real subject of the teaching is rather salvation and life in them-

selves, the person of Jesus Christ is at least briefly recognised as

that of the Lord. Thus we find in the Epistle of James, " our

Lord" (i. 1), "the Lord of glory" (ii. 1), who cometh as Judge

(v. 7-9). If this only amounts to a minimum of Christology

(with which the Epistle of Jude may be compared, who in ver. 4

refers to Jesus Christ, the only Lord God, and our Lord), we find

this subject more richly unfolded by Peter, by Paul, by the author

of the Epistle to the Hebrews, and by John.

Sometimes the doctrine of salvation and life in themselves

may be very amply handled in comparison with the doctrine of

the person of Christ, and vice versa ; yet, owing to the practical

tendency of the New Testament writings, where the fii'st point

is the one most dilated upon, the second cannot be dismissed so

briefly as the first point is in the Epistles of James and Jude.

Questions on the foundation and nature of salvation are ever

closely connected; therefore Acts iv. 11, 12, may be considered

the theme of the apostolic teaching. In studying this, four points

come out prominently.

Firstly, what the apostles had to announce has reference to a

foregone divine economy under the old covenant ; and it was

not going out of the way to put the apostolic Kripv^jxa in relation

with this old covenant. This relation is pointed out in the fact

that the salvation and life established in Christ are the fulfilment

of the old covenant. Therein is included both the inner union of

the gospel with the old covenant, and also the superiority of the

new covenant over the old, so that the new gives more than

the old,—the vTroo-racrt? rwv TrpayfjLaTiov, not only the <7Kid (Heb.

xi. 1, cf. X. 1). Notwithstanding his slight development of doc-

trine, James brings forward the connection between Christianity

and the Old Testament. Christianity, as the word of truth which

is planted in us, is called v6/j,o<; reXeto? o rrj<i iXevOepiw; (i. 25,

cf. i. 18-21), or simply v6fio<i iXev0epla<; (ii. 12). As the old

covenant is a law, so also is the new ; but the latter does not

appear only as a higher form of the old, but as something

which did not exist before, for the old covenant was not a law

ot liberty. Though he may have appealed to the Old Testament
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when he describes love as the royal law (ii. 8, 11, 12), and may
show a predilection for Old Testament deeds and persons, yet he

recognised as inseparable both sides of the relation between the

two Testaments, just as the James of the Acts of the Apostles

refers to the prophets in order to prove what is permitted under

the new covenant (Acts xv. 15). We find the same thing in

the more developed statements of Peter, not only in his earliest

apostolical discourses, in which, before the Jews, he was compelled

to give his preaching a certain relation to the Old Testament, and

specially to represent it as a fulfilment of Old Testament prophecy,

but also in the doctrinal statement which is given in 1 Pet. i.

10-12, ii. 5-10. That which the apostles preach is the fulfil-

ment of prophecy, and all that the people of God were in the Old

Testament—the house of God and the chosen race—is and will

be, in the full sense of the word, realized in Christians (cf. 2 Pet.

i. 19 ff.). No one can doubt that the more developed doctrinal

systems teach that the gospel surpassed the old covenant (John

i. 17; 1 John i. 2 ; Gal. ii. 21, iii. 21 ; 2 Cor. iii.). Also the

later Pauline and the pastoral ej)istles express the same idea

(Eph. ii. 18 ; Col. ii. IG f.; Tit. i. 2). But however decidedly

this side of the question is set forth, no less so do we also find

the assertion of a real connection between the two forms of reli-

gion. According to Paul, Christ and His salvation is prophesied

and promised in the prophets (Eom. i. 2 f.) ; true righteousness,

that avails before, and comes from, God, is not, indeed, produced

by the law, but it is " witnessed by the law and by the prophets
"

(Rom. iii. 21). The law itself is a TratBajMyb'; et? Xpiarov (Gal.

iii. 24), and is, therefore, by having the new covenant as its aim,

in internal connection with it. The whole course of treatment in

John's Gospel tends to show that the old covenant w-as fulfilled in

Christ's appearance (John. i. 46) ; hence the pervading reference

to the Scriptures ot the Old Testament, which is in part general,

and partly in respect to particular liistorical features which are

displayed in Jesus Christ. Indeed, even the characteristic utter-

ance (John i. 17) cannot be otherwise understood than that this

" grace and truth " stand in an inner connection with the law,

the people of Israel being designated in ver. 1 1 the iSioi of the

X0709. The f]pistle to the Hebrews aims at showing forth both

the unity of, and also the characteristic difference between, the

two covenants, so that full salvation and the complete and per-
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feet agent of salvation is first given in the new covenant. We
thus find a characteristic mean, which is preserved throughout the

apostolic teaching, between a doctrinal exposition which would

remove all connection between the old and new covenants, and

one which would identify the two.

However much the apostolical statements may assimilate the

Christian life to the Old Testament form of piety, and however

much this Christian life may be set forth in its peculiar character,

still the apostolic teaching always declares that man can participate

in salvation only hy Jaith in Jesus Christ, hy means of a new birth

proceeding from God. As regards Paul's and John's writings, we
need no special proof on this point ; cf. for example, Horn. i.

16 f. ; John xx, 31; 1 John v. 11. Even in Peter we find

faith declared to be that on which salvation depends ; and it is

shown to be the Christian's duty to believe in Christ even without

seeing Him (1 Pet. i. 5-9). This faith also involves a faith in

God the Father (1 Pet. i. 21) ; and Christians, as true members of

God's family, are styled believers (ii. 7-1 0). James takes faith as

his subject throughout his whole epistle ; but he demands the

verification of faith. This faith is a faith in Jesus Christ the

Lord of glory (ii. 1) ; and the question is, whether and how far

this faith can save a man (ii. 14-26). There is no doubt but

that a participation in the salvation and life of Christ depends

upon faith, faith being effectual and perfected in works (ii. 22)

;

but still the point is discussed as to the relation between faith

and works. The apostles, likewise, all agree that a participation

in salvation is brought about by faith as a new life from God, or

that faith is brought about by a new birth from God; and that,

consequently, a new principle of life has penetrated the personal

life of the Christian, by his entering by faith into a fellowship

with Jesus Christ (cf 1 John iii. 9 ; Gal. iii. 21-28, vi. 15
;

Eom. vi. 11; Tit. iii. 5; 1 Pet. i. 3, 22, 23, ii. 2 ff. ; Jas. i.

18). Consequently that which brings salvation is neither a

merely historical faith in Jesus of Nazareth, nor moral works of

man in themselves, nor a new life from God without the fellow-

ship with Jesus Christ, the latter depending on faith.

All the apostolical writings set forth the felloivship of believers

in love, and this is done with a certain necessity ; for if, in faith

in Christ, the new principle of life becomes an actual new life,

an essentially new bond of union is formed between all believers,
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the bond of community in love, which is rooted in this new
life. For this reason, therefore, and also on material grounds,

the apostles were compelled to lay a stress on this fellowship.

For the more this new life severed believers from the rest of the

world, the more necessary was it in every point of view to found

a positive community based on the fellowship in the new life.

This point is most copiously dwelt on in Paul's writings, the idea

of this fellowship being in them more exactly developed as a

Church. The organic, mutual connection of believers is often

described by the figure of a hody or a temjdc. John has laid

down with the utmost emphasis that this community is to be

framed in love. And in Peter, also, this doctrine is significantly

set forth (1 Pet. ii. 4-10), for both the inward disposition and

the outward arrangement of this fellowship are made the sub-

jects of his teaching (1 Pet. i. 22, iii. 8 ff., iv. 8 ff., v. 1 ff.).

James also gives a prominent place to the idea of the fellowship

of believers in love, and desires that every outward distinction

should be done away with in the unity of the new life (Jas. i. 9,

ii., V. 1 ff.)—taking notice, however, of certain divisions into

ranks among the members of the Christian community (Jas. v.

14, iii. 1). The Epistle to the Hebrews also recognises the

importance of this fellowship in love. This is evident from ch.

xiii. 1 ff., and also ch. xii. 1 ff., 22-24, where this fellowship in

its highest sense, as embracing both heaven and earth, is plainly

set forth. From ch. x. 25 and ch. xiii. we may observe how, in

the narrower sense of our earthly lowliness, this fellowship is

honoured.

All the didactic ^^Titings of the apostles speak of the consum-

mation of salvation hy the 'perfected manifestation of Jesus Christ.

However forcibly tJie state of salvation may be represented as

actual and characteristically penetrating into worldly life, it

nevertheless always appears to be only of an inchoative nature

while on earth, so that its consummation forms a subject of hope.

No one can lay a greater stress than John on the present reality

of the divine life in Christ, and yet he forcibly declares that

its perfection is only a subject of hope (1 John iii. 2 f). The

e\7rt? assumes the same position in Paul (Rom. viii. 24,

v. 1 f., etc.). This consummation of salvation depends on the

perfected manifestation, or on the irapovala of Christ (1 John

ii. 28, cf 18, iii. 2 ; 1 Cor. i. 7, xv. 23 ; 1 Thess. iv. 15 ff
;
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2 Thess. i. 3 ff. ; 1 Pet. i. 7, 13. iv. 13, cf. v. 1, 4, 10 ; Jas.

V. 7, 9, i. 12, ii. 5).

These essential points of unity in the apostolic writings depend

on a religious view of the world which was rooted in the Scrip-

tures of the Old Testament, and, in its New Testament form,

forms the basis of the Scriptures of the latter. The main features

of this view are as foUows :—The world is absolutely created,

maintained, ruled, and supported by God. God manifests Him-
self in the world, and is active in the world, but is Himself abso-

lutely exalted above it. He is Jioly (Jas. i. 13), and the sole

source of life ; hence He is good, and giveth liberally (Jas. i. 5)

;

He is also love (1 John iv. 8). But the world is at enmity with God

(Jas. iv. 4), and in sin, which plainly is not from God (Jas.

i. 13), but proceeds from the world. The world is therefore un-

clean, and contaminates those who are in contact with it (Jas.

i. 27) ; it is subject to death (Jas. i. 15), and is perishable and

transitory (Jas. i. 10 f. ; 1 Pet. i. 24). But, in the midst of

this perishable world, the attributes of which are shared by iraaa

aap^ (1 Pet. i. 24), God is active, as the Father who has begotten

mankind anew, as the jfirst-fruits of His creatures (Jas. i. 18),

and communicates a life from incorruptible seed, by means of the

word of truth (1 Pet. i. 23-25). Thus God, by means of His

absolute holiness and goodness, establishes in this world His ever-

lasting kingdom (1 Cor. iv. 20, vi. 9 f
.

; Pom. v. 21, xiv. 17;
1 Pet. ii. 9 £, etc.). It will be subsequently shown that all the

writings of the New Testament are based upon the main features

of this biblical view of the world, which, however, is very vari-

ously developed. They are, indeed, so much a matter presupposed,

that the apostolical teaching, in its more simple form, does not

dwell upon these points with a view ot giving any special instruc-

tion on them. The doctrines of Christian salvation grow out

organically, therefore, from a very wide field. And it may readily

be seen that, where the main points of such a religious view of

the world were acknowledged, it only required the entry of the

Saviour into the world, to enable the living plant of apostolical

teaching to shoot forth on such fruitful soil.

Both in the main doctrines, and also in the religious view of

the world, the teachiyig of the apostles agrees ivith that of Jesus ; for

all the main points of the former are found in the didactic dis-

courses recorded by the evangelists, and the view of the world ia
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essentially the same in both. But still there is a difference

between them, particularly in consequence of the continuous de-

.velopment of Christ's work. As His work was gradually accom-

plished, it is unmistakeable that, in the course of the life of Jesus

.Himself, there is a gradual advance in His testimony as to Him-
self. This is especially the case with the testimony as to His

atoning death, and the communication of the Spirit. Not until

after the conclusion of Christ's earthly appearance was His testi-

mony developed into a whole ; and not until after the work of

Jesus had received its last confirmation, by the pouring out of the

Spirit from Him as a heavenly glorified Eedeemer, could the

believers in Him enter fully into the fellowship of His life, and

have a clear and distinct consciousness of it. But the more the

personality of the Lord was unique in its kind, the more unique

also His mode of teaching. His richness of forms could be at

the command of Him alone ; and this richness was needed to ex-

press the infinite purport of His consciousness, according to the

susceptibility of His hearers. But the personality of the Lord

also involved the utmost concentration in His comprehensive

view. Hence, in all His many-sidedness of expression, there is

no analysis, no mere conceptions, no use of subtleties ; all is con-

crete and intuitive. This form of teaching could not pass on to

the apostles ; they were compelled to adopt a more conceptional

and argumentative line of teaching; and hence the individual

differences which all the illumination by the Divine Spirit failed

to remove.

But there are other points which cause a distinction between

the teaching of Christ and that of the apostles, namely, the differ-

ence in aim, in the men addressed, and in the circumstances

generally. The apostles often found themselves confronted with

communities in whom conviction might be presupposed ; but they

also had to do wdth Gentiles of very varied national culture.

Generally speaking, the people to wdiom the apostles wrote were

of different lands ; and therefore the aim differed in each indivi-

dual epistle, varying according to the manifold modifications of

temporal and local circumstances. All these things were other-

wise in the didactic expositions of our Lord ; for, although He
never was in a position to follow a purely objective course of

teaching, being always actuated by a distinct purpose in respect

to men, time, or circumstances, still His teaching, on account of
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its limitation to the Jews, was tlirougliout different from that of

the apostles. And yet, if the teaching of the Lord is compared

with that of His disciples, there is more cause for wonder at the

harmony than at the difference between them.

S 54. Tlie Apostolic Teaching in general, considered with respect

to the Differences therein—Tlu Differences generally.

Proceeding even on the dogmatic idea of inspiration, we can-

not be surprised that the personalities of the apostles caused differ-

ences in their teaching. For, in those inspired or illuminated by

the Spirit of God, the peculiarity of individualism is not removed,

although purified and transformed. Still less could any external

rule, or a mere concert among the apostles themselves, fetter the

freedom of the living spirit. The more manifold the opposition

to Christianity, and the more numerous the needs which its first

preaching had to meet, the greater the necessity for a variety in

their unity. As it was of the highest importance for the Church

that the historical appearance of the Saviour should be recorded

by several authors and not merely by one, so is it also a feature

in the New Testament canon, intended for all times, that the

apostolical teaching should be set forth by various men, all

equally fitted both by calling and position. The more surely the

destination of the gospel was universal in its aim, the more suit-

able to this aim was a didactic system which proceeded from

various points of view, and, from the very beginning, was calcu-

lated to meet various needs, being subject to a variety of personal

colouring. If, in the original apostolic teaching, this manifold

variety had not existed, there would have been a danger of a one-

sided view being taken, which might have hindered an energetic

development of Christian doctrine, not merely for the earliest

period, but even for all time to come. Thus, then, the differences

in the apostolical teaching are of that kind that they do not

refer merely to details, but extend to the wdiole of the doctrine,

so, however, that they all keep within a certain mean, which was

no less original than well adapted to preserve the whole teacliing

from degeneration.

But, although these differences do not refer merely to details,

neither is the aggregate of apostolic teaching composed of hetero-

geneous elements without any mutual characteristics, nor are

these elements so similar, that only a few details are variously
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framed, so that the whole presents no diversified points of view.

In seeking for the grounds of difference in the apostolical teaching,

we must look for them iviihin Christianity, and in the circle of the

apostles themselves ; and, on the other hand, the mean to which the

apostolical teaching kept is both original and conservative. It is

original, because, having made itself manifest among the apostles

in the apostolic age, at unquestionable historical dates, it was not

the result of a long course of ferment and disunion, by which

a middle view would perhaps be arrived at. With regard to this,

however, we must of course exercise an impartial interpretation.

This original apostolical mean is also essentially conservative ; for,

so long as it was maintained, the teaching was preserved from those

extremes which existed among the Ebionites, the Marcionites, and

the school of the Gnostics generally. Thus the various statements

of apostolical doctrine form links in a well-connected chain, and

tend to confirm one another as a multiplicity of witnesses and

testimony for the one great system of apostolic truth,

S 55. The Apostolical Teaching in general, considered vnfh respect

to the Differences therein—The Particidar Fundamental Forms.

In considering the actuating power which, being involved in

Christianity itself, produces these differences in the development

of Christian teaching, we must necessarily regard this power as

being that special element of Christian truth and the centre-point

of Christian teaching, namely, the doctrine of Christ's appearance

as the fulfilment of the old covenant. The further development,

both of the teaching as to Christ, and also of that as to salvation,

were dependent on the way in which their relation to the old

covenant was looked at. The idea of fulfilment involves two points

—the connection between the two covenants, and the former being

surpassed by the latter. The extreme view, in which only one

or the other of these two points were maintained, did not exist

within the apostolic circle. In the latter, the difference was a

quantitative one ; and from a greater stress being laid on one or

the other point, arose the two fundamental forms of apostolical

teaching, wliich therefore are distinct in tlieir character, but yet

such as would avoid any rupture in the apostolical Church.

The first fundamental form of teaching lays a greater stress on

the unity of Christianity with the old covenant. In this two points

are involved—the law, and prophecy : tlie first, as the divine
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will actually conveyed ; and the second, pointing to the future as

a living, continuous development of the provisional divine counsel.

Hence arises a twofold type of this fundamental form: James /
taking as his principle that the Old Testament is to be taken as

laio, and that the gospel is therefore a perfected and fulfilled law

;

on the other hand, we find that Peter represents the gospel as

the fulfilment of Old Testament promise and prophecy, although

the idea of the fulfilment of the Old Testament law in Christ is

not disregarded. The two views are manifestly not accidental,

because they pervade the whole of their didactic expositions,

and are involved in the essence of the subject. In the first

type. Christian life appears as if freed from sin; and from this

standpoint, therefore, we must expect a thoroughly practical expo-

sition of doctrine. Christianity is the fact by which the law is

fulfilled. In the second type, which is connected with prophecy,

this practical side is not wanting,—for the prophets teach a future

outpouring of the Spirit on all flesh, which is tested by a practical

life in the Spirit,—but the fulfilment of prophecy will not rightly

make itself apparent until the prophecy of Christ is represented as

actually fulfilled. The appearance of Christ is therefore com-

prehended in all its completeness; and Christological dogma is

brought forward, in the first place, as the teaching as to the

historical appearance of the Saviour. As in this the practical

life of the Christian is presented, both the types of this first

fundamental form of apostolical teaching represent Christianity

as it is presented in Christ's appearance.

The second fundamental form of teaching has also developed

a twofold type, only the relation between them is of a different

kind. Christianity, as distinguished from the old covenant, is the

main view of this line of teaching. It cannot, therefore, adhere

to the forms of the old covenant, but must be carried out by a

positive development of the peculiarity of the new covenant.

This peculiarity is redeeming grace in Christ ; therefore the teach-

ing as to Christ, which in the first fundamental form was more

taken for granted, is now dwelt upon. Within the field thus

traced out, Paul, in the first place, keeps to the contrast presented

by the Old Testament law, and lays down the main proposition,

that Christianity is not a law, but the gospel of the grace of God.

But although the negative side of his teaching, viz. that man
cannot be saved by the law, is, in the first place, based on his
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teaching as to sin, still the positive side, that grace redeems,

must proceed on Christological ground, and the doctrine of the

redeeming agency of Christ must be carefully developed. In the

Pauline epistles, there are, however, ever increasing indications

of a movement towards the Christological side. The Apostle

John represents the gospel chiefly as distinguished from the old

covenant, inasmuch as it is neither law nor prophecy, but is

something more than these, comprehending all primitive elements

in the person of Christ. John has not to contend, like Paul, for

the acknowledgment of this distinction, but aj^pears to be in the

quiet possession of it (cf John i. 17). The distinction between

that which existed and that which had been, is connected with

the person of the Mediator, through whom the law, and also

grace and truth, have entered into human life. The only-

begotten Son alone hath seen God and declared Him to us (John

i. 18). John can, without hindrance, carry out that to which

his individuality aj)pears to urge him, and make his teaching as

to the person of Christ both his commencing point and chief

subject; but Paul is compelled to argue on the anthropological

side. Also, in the last period of the apostolical age, a one-sided

idealism made its appearance, especially as regarded the person of

Christ, manifesting itself also, as it appears, in an antinomian

tendency (cf 1 John iii.) : against this view John's writings

evidently desire to contend. In the form of contemplation, he

surveys the unity of the ideal and the real, of the idea and the

fact : he proceeds on the fundamental view that that which from

the beginning had been hidden in the Father, the ^<orj alwuiof,

has become the subject of the most complete historical experi-

ence, first of all to the apostles (1 John i. 1 ff.). John's exposi-

tion ot the subject is intuitive ; that is, the elements are not

arranged and ex]:)lained, and the truth is not brought to bear by

means of any dialectical line of argument. In his statement of

doctrine, we meet with grand and comprehensive ideas forming

the main facts of the peculiar Christian consciousness, and

resting on the main facts of the gospel.

As our result, we have, tlien, the apostolical teaching of the

New Testament in two fundamental shapes, each of which is

represented by a twofold type. In each case, both the internal

connection and also the internal dift'erences are clear. This

result, therelore, is well adapted to confirm the idea that we liave
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coiTectly hit upon the point in respect to which the various forms

of apostolical teaching have been organically framed. It also

appears that the remainder of the New Testament writings, the

historical as well as the didactic books, follow respectively these

four forms of teaching, so far as regards their didactic Christian

character. To the first fundamental form of teaching belong the

Gospels of Matthew and Mark ; and we shall have occasion to

compare James' line of teaching with the Gospel of Matthew,

although the latter also appears to point to the Petrine system.

The Gospel of JNIark must be compared with the doctrinal form of

Peter. In comparing the Epistle of James with that of Jude, we

shall find that the latter forms a transition to the Petrine system.

With the Epistle of Jude we must, however, also compare the

second Epistle of Peter, for the satisfaction of the critical question,

whether, when considered from the standpoint of New Testament

tlieology, this epistle is linked on to the Petrine system or not.

As regards the second fundamental form of teaching, we shall have

to compare the Pauline system with the historical books written

by Luke, and, among the didactic writings, with the Epistle to the

Hebrews, which, like Paul, places in the foreground the redeeming

agency of Christ, and strives and contends to prove the superi-

ority of Christianity over the old covenant, but yet at the same

time takes a decided step in advance in the development of the

Christological dogma, and points so plainly to the doctrine of the

Logos, that it forms a transition to the system followed hj John.

This latter line of teaching, which we shall have to represent as

it is laid down in the lirst Epistle of John and his Gospel, in

the latter, chiefly according to the portions in which the evange-

list speaks in his own name, must be compared with the Book of

lievelation, with a view to the question of its origin when con-

sidered in relation to the other writings of John.
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L THE FIRST FUNDAMENTAL FOEM OF TPIE VAEIOUS
APOSTOLICAL SYSTEMS OF TEACHING;

OR, CHRISTIAiS'ITY CONSIDERED IN ITS UNITY WITH THE OLD

TESTAMENT.

I. THE APOSTOLICAL TEACHING OF JAMES.

^06. His Epistle.

The author of this epistle styles himself the servant of God and

of the Lord Jesus Christ ; a designation which might, of course,

indicate an apostle, but yet expresses some wider idea, and gives

us cause to conclude that the name of James was well known in

his time as that of a man of distinction in the Church. This

James addressed a circular epistle to the tivelve tribes tvhieh are

scattered abroad. It is to he understood as a matter of course,

that the author has Christians in view as those who represented

the Jewish nation in his eyes, consequently the Jewish Christians

of all tribes scattered among the nations outside Palestine.

I'erhaps, however, both Jewish and Gentile Christians are meant,

who lived dispersed in every direction.

This circular epistle has been handed down to us in our

canon, although it is placed among the avriXeyofieva. On the

other hand, its antiquity was acknowledged without question in

the ancient Church, as, according to Eusebius, ancient authors

already appealed to it as an authority. It was evidently

made use of by Clemens Eomanus (Up. I. ad Cor. c. x.), and

])ovtions of the Pastor of Hernias are unmistakeably based upon

passages of James' Epistle. "We must, therefore, if we would

deny that the latter was composed in the apostolic ages, very

considerably reduce the antiquity of these writings, or most un-

naturally assume that they were all derived from some common
source. Added to this, the epistle has been quoted by some

of the most eminent fathers of the Church as the work of the

Apostle James, and was received into the canon of the most

ancient Syrian translation of the New Testament, and was there-

fore esteemed as canonical in the Church which was closely

connected with the Christian community at Jerusalem and witli

James. On the other hand, this epistle certainly appears to

presuppose other New Testament data. It lias been supposed
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that elements of the Pauline epistles, as those to the Galatians

and Eomans, also of the Epistle to the Hebrews and the first of

Peter, have been alluded to or made use of in the Epistle of

James. Now on this point caution must certainly be used.

From the nature of the contents of the epistle, it cannot be

asserted that everything in it was derived from general Chris-

tian and Old Testament ideas without any reference to Paul

;

but it might be that it referred to some of the well-known

Pauline dicta or mode of teaching, such as Abraham's justifica-

tion by faith, of which, as Paul's teaching, many at that time

must have been aware, who were unacquainted with the epistles

either to the Galatians or Eomans. But even if the analogy

with certain Pauline passages should lead us to believe that

these epistles had been made use of, at the most the result

would be, as indicated, indeed, by other circumstances, that the

Epistle of James was vjvittcn not long hcfore the destruction of

Jerusalem. There is no evident proof that in this epistle we
have the most ancient writing of the apostolic age (Schnecken-

burger). We find also in the epistle evidence of a degeneracy in

Christian communities, and, in addition, the presupposition of a

somewhat long existence of Jewish-Christian churches outside

Palestine. Christians were in danc^er, owini^ to their trials, of

becoming unfaithful to their belief (ch. i. 2 ff., 12), and of giving

themselves up to a dead faith, in contrast to one which mani-

fested itself by works (ch. i. 22 f. ii.). Love had grown cold,

and in connection with this there was a pressing forward to

become teachers in the Church (ch. iii. If); a spirit of litigious-

ness had arisen, and a life entirely conformed to the world

(ch. iv., v.), combined with a want of love and a violation of

true brotherly affection, by a preference given to the rich and

distinguished, forgetting that the main and essential point does

not depend on externals, but on the new life begotten by God
through His quickening word (ch. i. 18). At the same time, the

Church,—which, although called cvva'^w^^ (ch. ii. 2), is not to be

understood as the Jewish synagogue, in which these Christians

were still in the habit of assembling with the Jews, but as the

Church named after it,—was organized by its elders. All these

indications point to a not very early period in the apostolic age

;

but, on the other hand, not to a post-apostolic time, for circum-

stances of this kind were certainly features of the Christian



340 TEACHING OF THE APOSTLES. [PART II.

comraunity in the apostolic age (1 Cor. i. and ii. ; Col. ii. 1
;

1 Cor.xi. 21, vi. 2 ff., etc.).

This epistle is doubtless intended to claim as its author that

James who was for a long period at the head of the Church of

Jerusalem (Acts xii. 17, xv. 13 ff., xxi. 18), and was reckoned

by Paul as one of the jnllars of the Church (Gal. ii. 9), being

styled the brother of the Lord (Gal. i. 19). The position of this

James with regard to Paul can be best understood from the lan-

guage of Paul himself (Gal. ii 1-14), in a passage which modern
criticism has made an unwarrantable use of, by founding on it the

theory of an irremediable dissension lietween the apostles. Who-
ever reads this passage just as it stands, will see that in it James
acknowledges the independent apostolical authority of Paul, pro-

fesses himself to be a minister of the gospel in brotherly fellow-

ship with him, requiring, indeed, no alteration in his teaching,

and plainly not desiring that the Gentile Christians should be

bound to keep the Mosaical law. In Acts xv. we find James
taking up a similar position ; and, in respect to the question

discussed in the Church at Jerusalem as to the relation to be

observed between the Gentile Christians and the law, he gives a

decision quite in the same spirit as that which we observe in

Gal. ii. Both in the Epistle to the Galatians, and also in the

Acts of the Apostles, his attitude on these points appears that of

an apostolic man who comprehended Christianity essentially in

its harmony with the old covenant. But for tins very reason,

although he was an ap(jstle of the Jewish Christians, and the

head of the mother Church of Jerusalem, his attitude towards

Paul was quite different from that of the Ebionite party, which

was altogether liostilely inclhied towards the Gentile apostle.

The 'rrapeiaaKTot yfr€vSa8e\(f)ol must liave unrighteously made their

Avay, not merely into the Gentile Christian Church of Antioch,

l)ut also into the Cliristian community generally ; for in Gal. i.

l*aul regards the Galatian heretics as desiring to pervert the

Galatians from the grace of Jesus Christ into another gospel,

and expresses a curse against them. Although, in Gal. ii. 12,

those who came from Jerusalem are called oi airo 'Iukoo^ov, it

does not follow that they were sent by James with an improper

])urpose. Of course, they looked upon James as their cliief

But how often do we see disciples going further than tlieir

master ? Is it not, however, possible that James had a full
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conviction that salvation depended solely on a believing ap-

prehension of Jesus Christ ? If it were otherwise^ how could

he have given to Paul the right hand of fellowship ? It may
perhaps be assumed that James, more than Peter, considered it

proper to observe the law as a matter of theooratical piety.

From Hegesippus, whose account of James shows a colouring of

Ebionite party feeling, and from Josephus, we learn that James
was surnamed the Just on account of his strictly moral and legal

life, and that he suffered martyrdom shortly before the destruc-

tion of Jerusalem.

The personality of James, as
.
previously depicted, harmonizes

to a high degree with the purport and form of this epistle ; and

the arguments brought forward against its genuineness, which

are derived from its contents, setting aside any external evidence,

can be readily refuted. Especially that (1) the epistle is wanting

in any individuality ; and (2) that the dogmatic matter points

to a later date of composition. As to the first point, tliis epistle

cannot be said to be wanting in all individuality, and least of

all in those features which characterized the highly esteemed

James. Only read what has been said of this epistle by Herder^

and Kern,'"^ two unprejudiced and thorough students of it. The
peculiar power of the book is, indeed, surprising to many readers

;

also the urging on to action, and the practical tendency which

does not specially dwell upon dogma ; whilst, added to this, the

nature of Christianity in its practical tendency is beautifully and

accurately set forth as the one power which can impart a new
life from God to men, and thus save their souls. The style is

sententious and gnome-like, with beautiful and simple imagery

derived from nature. If we compare with this epistle any of

the edifying works which we possess of the second century, how
peculiar and forcible does the former appear ! With regard to

the second point, that the dogmatic character points to a later

age, it is said (Schwegler) that the form of Ebionitism is here so

mild that the epistle cannot belong to the apostolical age. But
certainly, if a zealous Ebionite is expected to be found, a mistake

is made as to the author. It has been added that no distinct

inducing cause for this epistle can anywhere be recognised, and
that the epistolary form must be mere fiction. But its aim is

* Die Briefe ziceier Brihler des Ilerrn in unsrem Canon,
^ Commentar zum Brief Jacobi.
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in fact clear, namely, to strive against a barren Christianity,

which admitted of a worldly life of pleasure, and useless dissen-

sions, especially also doctrinal dissensions. As regards the

external evidence, the state of the case is exaggerated if it is

asserted that there is complete silence as to this epistle during

the first two centuries. And Credner has very justly drawn

attention to the point, that the uncertainty whether James the

brother of the Lord was an apostle or not, had exercised some

influence over the conduct of the ancient Church with respect to

James' Epistle.

The question, V/liethcr James ivas an apostle or not ? is a diffi-

cult one to decide. Some of the ancient testimony is in favour of

the affirmative view, and some in favour of the negative. The

usual opinion distinguishes James who was at the head of the

Church in Jerusalem, and was the author of the epistle we are

considering, who also is said to have died a violent death before

the destruction of Jerusalem, from the Apostle James, the son of

Alphajus ; so that the former was, indeed, the brother of the Lord,

but not an apostle. In modern times his apostolic dignity has

been vindicated by Wieseler and others ; but yet on various

grounds his idea is improbable. As regards, first of all, the high

estimation in which James was held, this belonged to a later

period of the apostolical age, at a time wlien the apostles as a body

no longer lived in Jerusalem, and when the somewhat late conver-

sion of James (cf. John vii, 3—5) was no longer fresh in memory,

so that his high authority is easily explicable. Added to this,

there is no doubt that the attributes of James, even if he were not

an apostle, might have obtained for him in the course of time great

authority amongst the Jewish Christians. In the first place, he

must have been for a considerable time in daily intercourse witli

Jesus (John ii. 12, vii. 3, 4). If we assume that James was in-

duced to become a believer by the appearance of the Risen One,

we may look upon him as identical with the James mentioned

1 Cor. XV. 7, or not. At all events, the brethren of Jesus are ex-

})ressly named among the faithful after the ascension (Acts i. 14),

whilst before they had been unbelievers (John vii. 5). The Lord

Himself, too, after His resun-ection, appears to have sent to His

brethren ("Go tell my bretln-en," IMatt. xxviii. 10; Jolin xx. 17,

—an expression which is chosen so as not to be limited to the

disciples). The Judaistic opponents of Paul do not appear to
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have required more than these points as the requisites for the

apostleship (1 Cor. ix. 1) ; and no more could be needed for the

highest personal authority. If James thus became a believer^ the

importance of his earlier intercourse with the Lord would thus

increase in the eyes of other Christians, especially of the later

converted ; and, looking at the material tendency of Judaism, the

bodily relationship must have had the effect of elevating him

above all non-apostles, and perhaps over the apostles themselves.

In addition, we must consider the mental, and especially the

moral, personality of this James. According to all the traces to

be found of him in history, his was an exceedingly moral, power-

ful, energetic character. He was a man perfect in all things

(Jas. i. 4) ; and at the same time his piety was chiefly exercised

in the Old Testament form,—a tendency which produced him high

reputation among the Jewish people. This reacted on the Chris-

tian Church, wliich still shared in the temple-worship, and, imder

the guidance of such a person, obtained much approval among the

yet unconverted Jews who assembled in Jerusalem for the feasts.

All this seems to announce an apostle-like authority ; but it

cannot be proved that the Jewish Christians claimed in tJicsi

apostolical dignity for James. Paul mentions his name before

even Peter and John; but this priority may arise from the fact

that with the Judaizing Christians in Galatia the name of James

may, in fact, have had the greatest weight. Certainly in the

Acts of the Apostles James is not mentioned as the Lord's

brother ; two apostles named James being mentioned, one of

whom was beheaded at an early date, and of the other no details

are subsequently given. But if the Acts of the Apostles was

chiefly calculated for Jewish Christians, they must have been so

well acquainted with the person of their James that any further

description of him was not needed. The passage Gal. i. 19 can

be very easily explained without making out " James the Lord's

brother" to be an apostle. The supposition, that in the passages

Gal. i. 1 9 and ii. 9 two persons are meant, is manifestly erroneous.

Whether James were an apostle or not, Paul expressly says that

in the apostolical time he was looked upon as one of the pillars of

the Chitrch. His doctrinal statements in our canon are therefore,

at all events, of high interest. James represents, also, a peculiar

tendency which had its determined position in the organic develop-

ment of apostolical teaching, and historically coincided, without
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doubt, with tlic position taken by tlie afore-mentioned James in

Jerusalem.

§ 57. The Teaching of James—The Fundamental Princijyle.

James proceeds upon a subjective view of Christianity, and

makes this the real subject of his statement, only referring to the

objective side occasionally, with the aim of more closely defining

or farther developing the former. This view coincides with the

practical aim of the ej)istle, and is caused by the entire bent of

the author's mind, and consequently, also, by the mode in which

he comprehended objective Christianity, and defined the idea of

God and Christ. The appropriated Christian life is the province

to which he devotes himself, and this is made the subject of his

epistle. Subjective Christianity is represented by James, in the

first place, as faith (ch. i. 3, 6—8, ii. 1, 5, 14-26, v. 15).

As regards the nature of faith, it is in its inner form a con-

fidence devoid of doubt (ch. i. 6), " nothing wavering" (ver. 6),

excluding all weakness and double-mindedness (ver. 8). Faith

embraces in itself a moral unity and stedfastness, being attained

by means of trials. Faith is therefore essentially ^^rac^icaZ, so that

it cannot be really possessed unless it is manifested in action (ch.

ii. 1 ff.). It is not merely a believing knowledge,—for devils also

believe in the one God, but their belief is coupled wuth a guilty

consciousness (ii. 19),—but it is a living faith which manifests

itself (i. 3). It cannot, therefore, be separated from works with-

out becoming in itself something dead (ii. 17, 26), being, on the

contrary, an active principle and impulsive power in men. The

object of this faith is, first, the one God (ii. 19), the Creator and

Lord of the world and men, who are only induced by folly and

sin to forget their dependence on Him (iv. 1 3-1 7) " who is able

to save and to destroy," the Kvpi,o<i, conformably to the Old Testa-

ment nin^ (i. 7, cf. 5, 12, iv. 15, v. 10, 11 ; on the contrary, in

v. 14, 15, Christ may be understood). He is also called Kvpio<i

aa/3act)d (v. 4), and 0eo9 Kal TruTijp (i. 27, iii. 9), as the fatherly

Creator. But the faith is also in Jesus Christ, and in Him most

decisively as the exalted and glorified Lord (i. 1, ii. 1, v. 7, 8).

This faith is, indeed, not set forth in detail, tlie only point to

which prominence is given being that of the irapovala (v. 7, 8),

in which Jesus the Kvpio<i will appear as Judge. However

simple these features may be, it is, nevertheless, sufficiently sig-
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nificant that Jesus is throughout designated as Kvpio^, and that

this KvpLo<i Jesus is named in juxtaposition with God (i. 1),—

a

significance which is strengthened by the addition t?}? ^o^Vf, since

Bo^a is the specific expression for the divine glory. The attribute

Kp(,Ti]<; also alternates between Him (v. 9) and God (iv. 12). The

Christology is not carried further in this epistle. Jesus is re-

presented as the Judge ; but His office as Eedeemer, and the facts

of His life, on which this office is based, are not mentioned
;

therefore the practical faith is taken for the most part as a mono-

theistic faith in God.

The relation offaith to justification (ii. 14—2 G) forms the cul-

minating point of the didactic element of the epistle. In this

section, justification is designated by the word SiKatovadai (vers.

21, 24, 25), used by Paul, and also by Jesus Himself (Luke xviii.

14). This, however, is the only place in which James employs

the word, and it has somewhat the appearance as if he had bor-

rowed it from other sources, especially as he is here evidently

endeavouring to set aside some view of the relation of faith to

justification which he did not consider to be the correct one.

The idea of justification is (in James) contained in aaxrai (ii. 14)

as the general designation of salvation (i. 21), and is explained

(ii. 23) by Xoyi^eaOuL et? BiKaioavvrjv and ^iXov Qeov Kkr^Orjvai.

In this, James, like Paul (Eom. iv. 3), has referred to Gen. xv. 6,

and understands the meaning of justification to be to declare 7'igJit-

eous, to treat as righteous, and place in a friendly relation to God.

In this epistle justification is said to be conditional, not on

faith alone, hut on ivorks (ii. 21, 24, 25; cf. Heb. xi. 17, 31).

But when James says e| epycov, Trto-Tt? is not excluded. The works

are those of faith, not works simply as such. He merely opposes

the delusion that justification was conditional on bare faith which

is without works, and therefore dead (ver. 26). The epya, then,

are not works of the law,—that is, not works performed without

faith in Christ, and merely as a fulfilment of the Old Testament

law ; and the whole development of the subject shows that James

is speaking of works by which faith may manifest its vitality and

activity,—but they are Iruits of, and not identical with faith,

although he says that no real faith can be without works. A
man cannot show faith without works, but, where works exist,

faith may be proved by them. A merely theoretical beUef with-

out works is the faith of devUs, not of Christians (ver. 19),-
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dead and empty faith (vers. 17, 20, 26). Whoever depends on a

faith of this kind is an avdpoiiTo<i Kevo^ (ver. 20). Whilst James

attributes a real and Christian character to that faith only which

is efficacious, and therefore practical, he will acknowledge no

works as Christian and justifying before God but those in which

faith is shown (ver. 18), and is perfected (ver. 22). We must

not forget that, in the Epistle of James, faith is referred to Jesus

Christ in a more general and indefinite way than by St. Paul,

the death of Christ and His atoning power not being mentioned

by the former. The works which James commends are the fruits

of faith, but not identical with it ; and justification is therefore,

in his epistle, made conditional on works effected by virtue

of faith, and not on faith in itself. Paul, on the other hand,

makes justification dependent on faith alone. Nevertheless the

difference between them might be thought much greater than it

really is. James and Paul entirely agree in a negative assertion,

which is, indeed, of a twofold nature. (1) As regards the legal

standpoint of the Old Testament as maintained by the Judaists,

both say that justification is not dependent on the ivories of the Imu.

I'aul developes this proposition polemically ; and although James

does not actually bring it forward, the sense of it is involved in

his teaching. And also, (2) as regards a merely theoretical

Christianity, both agree in a principle which is in the first place

negative, that justification is not made conditional on a dead

faith. This is the point which James argues polemically, and

]^aul most decidedly opposes in intention, wlien he desires " a

faith which worketh by love " (Gal. v. 6). But in jDOsitive doc-

trine there is a difference between Paul and James ; so that it

might be said that faith, so long as it is without works, docs

jlist ifu, according to l*aul, and docs not justify, according to James.

But, looking at James' statements, this sharp line of distinction is

not quite a correct one. The deepest ground of difference between

tliem of course is, that James looks upon faith without works as

dead, and that Paul most fully recognises the vitality of faith in

itself, before even it has produced works,—that it may be and is a

principle of life so far as it embraces Christ, and exactly so far a

condition of justification, apart from the fact whether it has been

developed in works. John also agrees with this Pauline doctrine,

most distinctly stating that faith in itself is the victory which

overcometh the world (1 Jolm v. 4). I'aul and John decidedly
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go back to the first principle of faith, and regard it in this position,

whilst James looks first to the Christian life as it is shown forth,

in which, faith, on its appearance, immediately has operated in

some way or to some extent, and is actively engaged. James,

therefore, says that faith without works is dead, as the body Avith-

out the soul. But this very comparison should remind us of the

necessity of not misunderstanding James. He certainly did not

intend that works were the soul and faith the body. Does he not

always revert to faith when he wants to point out Avhat should

be done or left undone {e.g. ch. ii. 1 ff., i. 3, iv. 7, 8) ? He must,

therefore, by no means be understood as meaning to imply that

God would by works only recognise the genuineness of faith
;

for to Him, the Omniscient, the true nature of faith must be

plainly evident ere it has had time to show itself in works. If,

therefore, James had been asked whether a faith, in itself living,

can justify the subject, although no time were allowed for this

faith to prove itself by works, he certainly could not have denied

it ; for his view of faith and regeneration tends to this, although

he has no occasion to give further development to the idea of

faith. He had not to do with readers who in penitence recog-

nised their guilt and moral impotence (this he desires for them,

iv. 9, 10), but with those who contented themselves with, and

boasted in, a merely theoretical, historical faith ; and, being de-

void of love, and despisers of poor and lowly brethren (ii. 1 ff.),

presumed to be teachers and scribes. For this reason he calls

their attention to the useless nature of a dead faith. Another

reason why he cannot be considered to ascribe any justifying

power to works per se may be gathered from his teaching as

to the forgiveness of sins. In the words iroWa yap 'rrraioixev

(iiravTe^ (iii. 2) he acknowledges that works even of faith are

but imperfect ; also that true Christians need the forgiveness of

sins (v. 15, 16, 20); and the sins of those who have sinned to

a certain extent may be forgiven on the condition of repentance

and believing prayer, in the first place, the intercession of others.

The judgment which they are to expect is one of mercy (ii. 13).

All this is, however, implied in the expression Xoyc^eadac et?

ZtKatoavvqv (ii. 2 3) : man, although a sinner, will be looked on and
treated by God as righteous. According, therefore, to James, man
is blessed in his actions (i. 25) ; but these are actions of faith.

Christianity, objectively considered, appears to James as the
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law, and indeed the perfect law of liberty (i. 25, ii. 12). "We

have now to inquire into the idea of this law, and its connection

with the subjective view of Christianity.

The law of liberty is the divine word, the X0709, which is

spoken of in ch. i. 22, 23, which was to be received by his

readers with meekness (ver. 21). It is the word which has the

power of salvation, Bupd/jLevo<; acoa-at, ra<; i^v)(a<;, called in ver. 18

the word of truth. As a law, it is to him the divine rule of

human conduct. From this point of view, he represents the

X0709 (i. 22-25) as a word which man must obey in action, in

contrast to the mere hearing (vers. 23, 24), which produces no

abiding change in conduct; and, inasmuch as the divine word

prescribes the conduct of man, it is a v6iJ.o<i. Thus, therefore,

James here understands Christianity in its practical signification

as laying down a rule for the will and independent conduct of

man. But, while thus making it a parallel to the Old Testament

religion, he also attributes to it certain distinguishing peculiarities.

It is, in his view, the fcrfcct law, the w'yu,o? reXeto?, and the vlnio'^

tP]<; eXey^epta?. James elsewhere uses the word Te\eto<; in the

province of morality (i. 4, iii. 2), applying it always to something

entire and complete. Christianity is the law of liberty, in that,

through a spiritual and moral birth, it frees from sin (i. 25).

This is in full harmony with the utterance of Jesus, that the word

of truth sets free from the bondage of sin, and that He, the Son,

as that word, would set men free (John viii. 32-36). Whosoever

looks with desire into this divine word, it will become to him the

law which will free him from all his natural disposition (i. 25),

from all the ensnaring power of eTrcdvfiiai (cf. vers. 14, 1 5). Who-
ever feels this inward impulse will be a iroi-qrrj'^ epjov (i. 25),

and it will be to him an internal, and no mere external, rule and

power, in virtue of which he will act willingly and without com-

pulsion (cf. Eom. viii., 1 Cor. iii., where this aspect of Christianity

is emphatically developed by Paul). The Eabbis have a saying,

that whoever takes upon himself the yoke of the law is free from

the yoke of the world. The way, however, in which James fol-

lows the words of Jesus renders it probable that he had His

teaching in view. He thus became conscious that God, who is

in Himself holy, who in liberal and imgrudging love is the im-

parting source of all good and perfect gifts (i. 5), morally begets

men to a new life through the word of truth, which is no longer
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a 'dead letter as regards men, but is internal, efi^vTo<i (i. 21), and

by the spiritually creative power of grace is changed into a

spiritual life. This conception of the practical tendency of Chris-

tianity may find an explanation in James' personal character and

course of life ; for James was not converted in the same way as

Paul, and had not suddenly turned with all the fire of his energy

from one side to the other. He had, on the contrary, become a

pillar of the Church by a continued development of quiet power

;

and in him the transition from the old to the new covenant took

place perhaps almost insensibly, in the contemplation of the

mighty proofs of Christ's efficacy. This idea of the freedom of

Christianity has been explained by Paul, chiefly in reference to

the point that a freedom from the statutory laws of Mosaism is

therein involved (Gal. v. 1 ff., iv. 1 f!'. ; Ptom. vii. 1 ff.). The
question now arises, whether James followed out the idea to this

consequence. This much, at least, is certain, that in his view

salvation (i. 21) is dependent on the renewal through God's grace

(i. 18), and that the fulfilment of the Old Testament law is not

set forth by him as the service which is pure and unblemished in

the judgment of a fatherly God, and consequently well-pleasing to

Him ; but the service which He commands is the fulfilment of the

law of love and of inward purity (i. 27), which keeps itself un-

spotted from the world. He therefore describes the law of love,

of love of one's neighbour, as the royal law (ii. 8), in the same

spirit in which Jesus (Matt, xxii.) answered the question as to

the greatest commandment. Thus he certainly did not consider

the statutory law of Moses as a condition of salvation, nor is

there any sign whatever that he required his readers to observe

it. But, whether his teaching went so far as to imply in this

iXevOepia a freedom from any obligation as regards the ceremonial

element of the law of Moses, we cannot say with certainty, taking

into consideration both his idea of iXevdepla and also the fact

that he nowhere mentions the statutory law. It might, of course,

have been the case that his readers were already zealous in fol-

lowing the law, and that James intended, by his silence on the

point, merely to lead them to recognise that the true nature of

Christian piety consisted in a deeper morality, and not in this

external observance (i. 26 f.). At all events, however, it is cer-

tain that James by no means looked upon the observance of the

statutory law as essential to salvation. If this had been the case.
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lie must have spoken of it, especially in tlie face of the large

number of Pauline Christians with whom the Jewish Christians

came in contact ; and it would have been a matter of conscience

to say that the observance of the general moral law was not

sufficient, instead of merely reminding his readers of the moral

commandments of the decalogue (ii. 10 f.). But still it remains

an open question, whether he did not look upon the continuous

observance of the Mosaic usages as an obligation laid on the

Jewish Christians, not, indeed, as a condition for salvation, but as

a means of showing their alliance with the people of the old

covenant, and of alluring them to faith in Jesus. Quite in har-

mony with the above are the accounts in the Epistle to the

Galatians and the Acts of the Apostles, in which James is re-

presented as not desiring to subject the Gentile Christians to

circumcision, but as, perhaps, expecting that the Jewish converts

should observe the law. According to this, the same moral

freedom was, of course, to be planted in the sinner by the word of

truth ; by means of which freedom the sinner not only henceforth

fulfils the divine will, but has no obligation laid on him to observe

the statutory law as necessary to his salvation, although he may

obey it from motives of piety and loyalty. James would have

pronounced this freedom of the Gentile Christians in the same

sense as I'aul might accommodate himself to the observance of

the law.

This view of objective Christianity agrees entirely with that of

the sul)jective side taken in this epistle. If salvation depends

on faith which manifests itself in action, Christianity must be a

power directing tliis action ; and, on the other hand, if Christi-

anity is a law, its operation must be the activity of faith.

Christianity is called a law in other parts of the New Testament.

AVe will only mention the evroXr) (1 John ii. 7, 8, iii. 22-24),

and the i^o/Lto? iriaTeb}^ (Kom. iii. 27), and the i/o^o? tov 7rv€u/j,aT0<t

T/"}? ^&))/9 iv Xpiaro) 'Irjaov (liom. viii. 2) ; but this idea is not

placed in the foreground as by James.

James also shapes his idea of God principally in its practical

aspect. In his view, God is not only the Lord,—a conception

which includes the perfect independence of the Deity and the

perfect dependence of man,—but he also specially displays His

moral attril)utes, partly as inherent, as the absolutely Holy One,

partly as transitive, as the God imparting irimsclf in absolute
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love. He is the one Lawgiver, not merely in the Old Testament,

but also in Christianity ; and also the one Judge ; for He not only

lays down a rule of conduct, but also Himself administers this

rule. He it is, too, who is able not only to destroy, but also to

deliver and save (iv. 12, i. 21); for He is both God and Father

(i. 27), the fatherly-minded Creator, in whose image man is made

(iii. 9). He is "very pitiful, and of tender mercy" (v. 11), and

is in Himself holy and unchangeably good. In Him there is no

variableness or shadow of turning (i. 17), and from Him every

good and perfect gift proceeds. He "cannot be tempted with

evil, neither tempteth He any man "
(i. 1 3), but stands opposed,

indeed, to all sin. He is specially represented as begetting

Christians with the word of truth as first-fruits of His creatures

(i. 18), and choosing them, not only to be rich in faith, but also

to receive the kingdom and crown of life (ii. 5, i. 12). This

practical idea of God corresponds exactly with the conception of

Christianity as the perfect law of liberty ; and the fact of the

author turning his attention more to works, the realization of

the moral rule, than to faith, the principle of moral conduct, will

naturally explain the predilection shown in this epistle for

applying the idea of the Icau to Christianity, and that of the

Laiogiver and Judge to God. But as James adopts this mode of

defining the idea of God, it may appear strange that his epistle

does not specially set forth the bringing about of God's communi-

cation of Himself through Christ, and in the Holy Spirit. It is

readily seen how indispensable the person of Christ is in our

epistle, and how highly it is placed by the author. It must be

Christ who effects the new birth through the word of truth ; but

how this is effected is not clearly stated. And even the opera-

tion of this engendering by means ot the Holy Spirit is not

expressly mentioned. We only notice that those are to be con-

sidered as Christians in whom the Holy Spirit dwells (iv. 5
;

of Isa. Ixiii. 7-11).

The doctrines of Christ and the Holy Ghost are therefore

treated by James only as an hypothesis on which he himself

affords no developed teaching, and from which he but seldom

derives any practical motives. Thus the dogmatical development

is thrown into the background as compared with the practical.

The motives for his exhortations which are chosen by James,

are of a specially Christian character. Thus he derives them from
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Christ and from the Divine Spirit. Whoever believes in Jesus

Christ, the Lord of glory, must love all the brethren equally for

Christ's sake. In the midst of partiality and respect for persons

this faith cannot be really possessed. On the closely impending

appearance of Christ as the Judge (v. 7-9) James grounds his

exhortation that Christians should be patient, and in this wait-

ing hope should stablish themselves, and not to grudge one

against another. "Whether the words rb rt'Xo? Kvpiou (v. 11)

refer to Christ is doubtful. He also derives his motives from

the Christian salvation. Thus he appeals to everlasting salvation

and a participation in the kingdom as promised for the future

(i. 12, ii. 5). But, even setting aside all reference to the future,

he grounds his motives on the high dignity of Christians, in order

both to fortify believers under affliction (i. 9), and also to move

them to love towards poor brethren (ii. 5). He also appeals to

the SiKatoavvrj and its requisite condition (i. 20, iii. 18) ; and, as

regards objective Christianity, we know that he takes it as a law

of liberty, and founds special exhortations thereon. From all this,

we may gather that James entertained the ideas which were

peculiar to Christianity, although he does not widely develope

them. They lie in the depths of his consciousness, and all that

is wanting is their express and detailed statement. In other

places, however, and, indeed, exactly where James goes into

wider explanations, he derives his motives from general religious

and moral ideas, such as were entertained under the Old Testa-

ment dispensation. Thus he takes as motives the physical

dependence of man on God (iv. 13 f.), God as Judge (iv. 12),

and the impending judgment (v. 1-G) ; also the true idea of the

worship of God (i. 27), the Old Testament conmiand of love to

one's neighbour (ii. 8), the innate nature of man as in the image

of God (iii. 9), and the nature of the irrational creation (iii. 3,

11, 12). Prom the Old Testament, also, as instances of patience,

he takes the prophets and Job (v. 1 <J), and Elias as an instance

of effectual prayer (v. 1 7).

S 58. TJic Teaching of James—Partieular Doctrines.

The teaching of James as to sin is distinguished by its deep

earnestness, just as might be expected from the practical tendency

of his epistle.

In his view, sin is individual in worldliness and opposition to
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God (iv. 4, 5). Sin—that which is to be abhorred in man—is

e'xPpa rov Qeov, and exists wherever there is love to the world.

It forms, therefore, a positive contrariety to God, and is absolutely

incompatible with the love of God as the absolutely good. This

hostility to God and worldliness is sin, and may exist either as

a desire or in overt action. The desires which strive in men
inwardly, either against one another, or with the better emotions

of the mind, which partly originate and partly find their instru-

ments in man's members (iv. 1, 3 ; cf. Eom. vii. 23, vi, 13), and

from the inward contest of which the inclination to conflict and

quarrelling is outwardly shown (iv. 1),—these are desires in which

a pleasure is taken, being assented to, nourished, and cherished

by the human will, and are already so far actual sin. They

annihilate the whole Christian life, and are based upon an

inward enmity towards God (iv. 4). So long as man seeks to

combine the love of the world with that of God, nothing but

enmity to God will be attained to ; and from these desires

proceed sinful actions, as well as sinful omissions (iv. 17). These

rjSoval are therefore distinguished from the iindvjjLia (i. 15), which

appears only as a tempter from which sin proceeds, but is not

yet in itself sin. Sin has its origin in man himself: God tempts

not to evil. And for this idea James appeals, not only to the

holiness of God, but also to the psychological origin of sin. The

activity of the free will is here represented under the image of an

act of generation. Sin is the mutual production of the alluring

desire and the assenting will. James' doctrine of the individual

man being the free causality of sin, is a correct expression of the

moral consciousness in man, and must be combined with the

relation of dependence in which, in some respect, even sin

stands towards God. The New Testament, so far, agrees with

James' theory, as in the former the personal guilt of the

sinner is everywhere acknowledged and prominently set forth.

But it is, also, elsewhere in the New Testament acknow-

ledged (Rom. ix. 17-19) that sin is dependent on God,—that is,

it is included in His counsel and plan for the world ; and that

sin is common to the whole of mankind is clearly shown by Paul

(Horn. V. 1 2 ff.). The more forcibly this aspect of sin is premised

in other parts of the JSTew Testament, the more important is it

that James has so prominently displayed the other. It must
not, however, be forgotten that, in the section where James does

z
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this (i. 13-15), afxapTia is actual sin, and he speaks of no other

sin. All tliis is fully consistent with the character of James'

teaching. Looking as he does upon Christianity as the law of

liberty, sin is, in his view, the transgression of the law, conse-

quently actual sin. Understanding and acknowledging the Chris-

tian life as a practical matter, sin is to him also of a practical

nature. Faith justifies when it is perfected in works, and sin is

first produced when the iTndvfiia fructifies, and inwardly or

outwardly is consummated. James does not here go back to

the principle, but looks upon sin as the actual transgression of

the perfect law. He does not, however, say that the IBia

e-TTLOvfila (i. 14) is something entirely without guilt: it draws

and allures the will. It may be readily seen that it appears to

him as a tempting serpent, although he does not so express it.

How deeply men, in James' view, are entangled in sin, and how
closely he approaches the idea of evil propensity, is clearly evident

from his statement that men are in need of redemption (i. 21,

ii. 14, v. 20), and that they must be born again through the

word of truth, so as to belong to the first-fruits of God's creatures

(i. 18), although originally created in God's image (iii. 9), from

which original condition, even in man's present state, a certain

peculiar dignity accrues.

Another point in his teaching as to sin is, that it hrings ivith it

death or ruin (i. 15, v. 20). &dvaro<{ is the evil which is gene-

rally united with sin, bodily death being included in the idea.

This is understood by James to be, in the first place, only the

consequence of actual sin (i. 15). This ruin is connected with

the guilt which accompanies every sin ; and each individual sin

makes a man guilty as regards the whole law (ii. 10). The idea

of guilt is necessarily followed by that of judgment (ii. 12, 13,

iv. 12, V. 12), which James so forcibly sets forth and unites with

Christ's Trapovaia (v. 9). It is the law by which judgment is

brought about (ii. 12); the one Lawgiver is also the one Judge

(iv. 12) ; and the sins of men cry to God, i.e. they provoke God's

judgment. Christ being considered as the Judge, throws a re-

markable light, on the one hand, on the author's idea of the per-

son of Christ, which he thus cannot but regard as in the closest

union with God ; and, on the other, on his teaching as to the

perfect law of liberty, which is identical with the redeeming word

of truth springing from Christ. Christ, therefore, is to be looked
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upon also as the giver of the perfect law of liberty, so far as He
is regarded in unity with God.

The idea of the common j^articipation in sin is not, indeed, un-

folded by James ; but he warns the whole body of his readers

against sin, and gives prominence to the fact that "in many
things we offend all " (iii. 2). Individuals, too, are exhorted to

confess their sins one to another, and mutually to pray for one

another (v. 16). This presupposes that, as the helping out of

sin is an action common to all, so also the falling into sin, and

the progress in it, by mutual temptation, seduction, and aggrava-

tion, is a guilt participated in by all. That James really assumed

this, is shown by his warning against sins of the tongue (iii. 2 ff.).

The idea of the «ocr/io<? (iii. 6, i. 27, iv. 4, ii. 5) includes the

common participation in sin. For, as nature attains to any moral

relation only through its connection with the world of men, this

Koaixo^ must be looked upon as representing mankind as standing

in hostile contrariety to God. But it is not in mankind only

that James recognises sin, but in the Sia/3oA.o9 also (iv. 7), and in

the Bai/xovia (ii. 19), who believe, indeed, that there is one God,

but manifest their alienation from God by trembling at Him.

The devil is also represented here as tempting man to sin ; for

men are required to resist him (iv. 7). All resistance to the

devil is made conditional on unreserved submission to God, who
giveth grace to the humble (iv. 6).

The transition from sin to a state of salvation is but briefly

touched upon in this epistle. When the sinner, in the <^i\ia rov

Koafiov, has become an e-)(dpo<i rov 0>om (iv. 4), he cannot attain

to salvation, except by turning to the directly opposite principle

to that he has hitherto paid allegiance to. This is the eincrTpo^rj,

in which even a fellow-man can assist (v. 20). The man must

€7n,a-Tpi(f)€aOai e'/c irXdvT]^ oSov avrou (ver. 19), and receive from

God meekly, and without opposition, the engrafted word, which is

able to save his soul (i. 21). This conversion is a self-humilia-

tion before God (iv. 6 f.), a drawing nigh to God (ver. 8), so that

the hands of the sinner are cleansed, and the heart which for-

merly belonged to the world, or w^as divided between the world

and God, becomes purified. This, however, takes for granted

tliat man feels himself miserable ; and this consciousness of the

personal misery of sin will then be accompanied with mourning

and heaviness (ver. 9). Tliis self-humiliation is the condition
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requisite for the exaltation proceeding from God's grace (ver. 10).

Although James looks upon his readers as Christians, he requires

this penitence from them ; for among them he supposes an entire

class living in worldly lusts and arrogance, and in enmity towards

their God (iv. 4).

In James' teaching as to salvation, we shall distinguish its

general nature, and the side which he specially sets forth.

The general idea of salvation is understood by James, in har-

mony with the whole of the New Testament, both negatively as

redemption, and positively as new life. In the first place, it ap-

pears negatively as redemption (ii. 14), and, indeed, awaat ra^

'^v)(a<i eV Oavarov (i. 21, v. 20). Therein is contained, (1) the

forgiveness of sins (v. 15, 20); (2) conversion from sin (v. 19),

or, laying aside all moral impurity (i. 21); and, (3) the deliver-

ance from the judgment of God (ii. 13 f). The positive idea of

salvation is comprehended by James in that of spiritual exaltation

(i. 9). This is a work of the Lord. Objectively considered, it is

;i^a/3t9 (iv. 6), and includes the new birth proceeding from God

(i. 18). It might appear strange that this new birth is not

specially ascribed to the interposition of the divine Spirit ; but it

is, in fact, expressly described as an act of God, and it was of

practical moment that the intervention of the word of truth should

be prominently set forth. It might further appear that, accord-

ing to this epistle, man had to make the commencement in this

spiritual process of the new birth : 'Eyyiaaie ru> Qew koX iyyiel

v/xiv (iv. 8), But God, from whom every good gift springs, is

lie from whom the word of truth comes. God calls through the

word ; and those who are called accept it, and thus experience

His liberating and redeeming power. Now, this word nuist cer-

tainly be received ; and we must so far draw nigh to God, in order

to experience the benefits of the divine word. The new life

which is commenced in this birth is the faith in Jesus Christ

completing itself in works, as a life which is pure and opposed to

all selfishness and love of the v/orkl. Whoever has this life is

justified before God (ii. 21-25), and this justification is an im-

putation of righteousness (ver. 23), since a new life succeeds the

old life of sin, not by the Avork or deserving of man, but as God's

gift. He who is thus justified is even in this world " blessed in

his deed "
(i. 2 5 ), especially in the patient endurance of tempta-

tion (i. 12). All earthly lowliness vanishes before this spiritual
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exaltation (i. 9), all poverty before this spiritual wealth (ii. 5).

But this salvation goes far beyond the present world, and, in the

future, receives full consummation as ^corj in the widest sense (i.

12), which is at once life, and a crown of honour, and a glorious

reward ; it is also a (Baaikeia (ii. 5 ; cf. 1 Cor. vi. 9 ; Eom. viii.

1 7 ; Gal. iv. 7). "We may assume, perhaps, that this ^aaiXela,

which God has promised to those who love Him, and have thus

proved their faith, is intended by James to be connected with the

Lord's irapovaia, since both in ch. v. 7, and also in i. 12, he is

exhorting to patience.

From the fundamental idea which pervades the whole epistle,

we may readily perceive wJiich aspect of salvation James had

chiefly in view, viz. a state of salvation as practical, energetic

Christian life. He devotes his epistle to the exposition of this

side of the question. His sole reason for this certainly was not

because he considered it the most important, but also for the sake

of his readers' necessities. He represents the Christian life, on

the one hand, as fulfilment of the law and the service of God

;

on the other, as wisdom. The Christian life is fulfilment of the

law (ii. 1 0), namely, the performance of the perfect law of liberty

(i. 22-25), just as sin is the transgression of the same (ii. 9, 11).

In harmony with this, genuine faith is made perfect in works

(ii. 22). This doing the divine work is the true service of God

(i. 2 6 f.), which consists partly in keeping oneself unspotted from

the world, and partly in fulfilling the law, and especially the

" royal law " of love (ii. 8), disinterestedly and impartially (ii.

2 ff.). Any merely external service of God, which is not united

with a complete observance of the law and strict moral self-com-

mand, and is not proved by a practical exercise of brotherly love

and unspotted purity from the world, is nothing but self-deceit

(i. 26). In both respects, the Christian life is BiKaioavvT}, which

is chiefly understood as a Christian shaping of our social relations,

—a man becoming righteous by works of faith (ii. 24, 21). The

other aspect of the Christian life is wisdom (i. 5, iii. 13—17), as

a gift ol God which comes from above, and therefore presupposes

and has in itself moral purity, and, especially in relation to fellow-

men, is exhibited by all the social virtues. From James repre-

senting the practical Christian life in these two chief aspects, it

might appear that he only taught the Old Testament idea of

piety ; but in truth this is not the case. In the first place, we
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must note that the fulfilment of the law and wisdom are set foith

by James in the very purest shape. The wisdom which he

speaks of is neither an earthly and merely intellectual, nor a

selfish wisdom, but a heavenly, and in itself pure (iii. 17), being

a fruit of faith (i. 5 f.). And in representing the Christian life

as the fulfilment of the law, the law, as he understands it, is not

a multitude of commands and prohibitions, but a living unity

(ii 10-12), depending on the unity of the Lawgiver and Judge

(ii, 11, iv. 12). Thus the fulfihnent of the law is nothing but

a living obedience to God and to His holy will (i. 13, 17); and

all the moral requu'ements which are laid down as necessary for

man's salvation are summed up in love to God (i. 12, ii. 5). All

this is certainly common to the Old Testament (Deut. vi. 5 ; Lev.

xix. 18) ; but it is also the spiritual kernel of the law, the spi-

ritual climax of the Old Testament, as it was set forth by the

Lord Himself (j\Iatt. xxii. 34-40), which James has propounded.

The idea of God's service is in a similar position (cf Mic. vL

6-8
; Jer. vii. 21 ; Isa. i. 10-17 ; Matt. v. 23 f., xv. 3-9). But

James goes further than the Old Testament, in representing the

whole Christian life as bound up with faith, and as something

perfect proceeding from faith,—a new life proceeding from God (i.

18, 21). The whole Christian life is here set forth as God's pro-

duction, brought about by the word of truth, consequently through

the gospel By this, in virtue of the gracious will of God, men
are newly begotten as first-fruits of His creatures. As the Old

Testament nation was the first-born of God, so now Christians have

attained to this dignity. Doubtless, in the Old Testament, too,

inthnations were given of a neAv man and a new heart ; but what

was then a promise, this is now recognised by James as fulfilled.

In his view, all righteousness is before God an imputation of the

same (ii. 23), and has its warranty only in God's judgment and

approbation, but is thus accepted by Him even when not devoid of

error and sin (iii. 2, v. 15). From an open and willing compre-

hension of the word, united with self-knowledge, as of a man be-

holding his face in the mirror of this word, proceeds a continuous

course of action. But this action comes from faith, and the com-

prehension of the word takes place in faith. The essential portion

of this word is therefore Christ, as the subject of this faith. The

development of Christian life resting, then, on this foundation, the

decided character, the unity and purity ot the moral life, stand out
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prominently as the love of God in absolute contrariety to the

world (iv. 4, 8). Christian morality is acknowledged in all its

unconditional character. It claims the whole man, and all his

commissions and omissions, that all in him should be in har-

mony with the inner principle (iii. 11 f., i. 4). As the negative

side of the moral life, we have the denial of self and of the world

(i, 27), of wrath (ver. 19), of bitter envy and strife (iii. 16), and

of inward selfish lusts (iv. 1-3). From all these must Christians

keep themselves, as well as from unbridled talking (iii. 1—10),

and from language which loses sight of reverence and religious

dependence (iv. 14 f.) ; also from all unbrotherly censuring (iv.

11 f.), and all dealings with the lusts of the world and injustice

(v. 1-6, iv. 1-3). Opposed to this stands the positive side, the

perfection of humility, partly general, as the acknowledgment of

dependence on the almighty God (iv. 13-15), and partly as self-

humiliation before the Lord as sinners (iv. 8-1 0) ; added to this,

meekness (iii. 13), a yielding temper, gentleness, and peaceable-

ness (ver. 27); also impartial love, especially towards the lowly

(i. 27, ii. 1, 3), and patience (v. 10 f., i. 12). The life of the

Christian community, which is specially considered, is founded in

the impartial love which springs from faith, and is openly mani-

fested towards others. James mentions the assemblies of Christians

by the name of avva'^w^r] (ii. 2 ; cf. Heb. x. 25), and always

speaks of brethren even where he is not addressing his readers.

This brotherly fellowship has a certain organization: there are

elders of the iKKkrjaia (v. 14). In this social life James pre-

supposes prayer, which is, in his view, generally essential to

Christian life (i. 5-8, iv. 2, 3), and is the direct expression of

faith as a confident, undoubting asking (i. 6 f.). Tliis prayer

was, moreover, to be used in the community as an intercession, as

for the sick, to whom the elders of the Church were to be called.

Bodily deliverance and recovery are promised as the result of

believing prayer and anointing with oil in the name of the Lord

;

in close connection with which follows the forgiveness of any

special sins wdiich may have stood in a peculiar relation to the

state of sickness (v. 14 f.; cf. 1 Cor. xi. 30). For this reason,

the intercessory prayer is to be combined with a mutual con-

fession of sins (ver. 16). James also appeals to the efficacy of

the earnest prayer of a righteous man, as shown in the instance

of the prophet Elias (ver. 17 f.). Among the moral points upon
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"whicli Jamos lays special stress, is the warning against an oath

(v. 12). James requires entire abstinence from oaths generally

without any limitation, and thus keeps to the words of the Lord.

He forbids them as something which may expose men to con-

demnation, and demands that the simple statement should be the

pure truth. Thus an oath is unnecessary when a Christian has

to do only with his fellows.

§ 59. The Teaching oj James—The Character of his System.

According to James, Christianity is principally an energetic

moral life, which has its principle in the word of truth, by

which the Christian is newly begotten by God. In this point,

and in the relation to faith in Jesus Christ, the peculiarity of

Christianity is decidedly acknowledged. But, as the mode in

which this salvation is founded on and brought about by Christ

and in the Holy Spirit is not further developed in his epistle,

his representation of Christianity seems to be allied to the ideas

which are common both to the later and the old covenant.

Added to this, the author represents the word of truth, to wliich

he ascribes the liberating power, as a law, with the purpose of

drawing a parallel between the two covenants. If this pecu-

liarity be not duly considered, James' teaching certainly appears

very deficient. Thus it has been said in modern days, that

James' Christianity is nothing but an improved law, with the

addition of the command of love, the prohibition from an oath,

etc., united with tlie promise of salvation, but tliat tlie chief

contents of the Mosaical law were still required (cf. Kostlin's

Jolianncischen Lchrhcgriff). But James' idea of the j/o/no? reXeto?

is far from being thus exliausted. It also involves that all that

he enjoins is attained to in man by the new birth througli the

word of truth : whereby it is this word which saves the soul ; it

is tlie law of liberty which sets free, rrojihecy shows that man
needed this, and that it was to be expected in the days of the

Messiah (Ezek. xxxvi. 26 f. ; Jer. xxxi. 31-34). James recognised

this, and laid sucli stress upon it, that ho makes the whole life

of the Christian dependent upon it (ii. 10-12). We may judge

from tliis how little riglit we have to look upon the epistle as

Kiin])ly Jin El)ionite production, or as bearing tlio stamp of an

J01)ionito t(;n(l(!ncy, purposely accommodating itself outwardly

only to the Paulino doctrines. The view that works and faith
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are merely placed side by side is uot a just one. We have, we
trust, succeeded in showing the organic unity of the two ideas,

and this is the best answer to such criticisms. Undoubtedly

James has not enlarged npon the person and work ot Christ

;

but we must take into account the relation which exists between

the subjective and objective conceptions of salvation, which

mutually supplement one another. From the subjective we
must infer the objective side ; and from the teaching as to sal-

vation, that of the person of Christ. James' recognition, that

salvation was a new life coming from God, and brought about

by the Christian word of truth, involves the conclusion that he

looked upon Christ as something greater than the noblest in-

struments in the Old Testament theocracy. Elias was usually

ranked second only to Moses ; but James speaks oi him as of

a man like ourselves. Christ, on the contrary, he calls the Lord

of glory, and in i. 1 names Him in the same breath with God.

Although in God he recognises the one Lawgiver and Judge, he

nevertheless represents Christ as the Judge whose irapovala is

close at hand. It has been thought that, in v. 6, in the "just

one " Christ is intended to be meant ; but, from the context, it is

the injury of j)Oor Christians which is referred to. As James

represents salvation as a new life, he must, at all events, have

regarded in Christ something essentially new, and have looked

upon Him as the intervener to convey this divine power to men.

But the point which is not at all brought forward is the atoning

function of the Redeemer. This fact, however, bears a certain

connection with the practical standpoint of our epistle.

This treatment of Christian doctrine is intelliaible, in the first

place, looking at the very nature of Christianity ; for, on one side,

it is the fulfilment of the old covenant, and practical Christian

life has one element in which it closely approaches the practical

piety of the Old Testament believers. But there is this dis-

tinction, that this life does not take its rise on legal ground as

such, but from something to which James gives an analogous

designation

—

v6ixo<i TeXeio^ rr}? iXev6€pLa<;. In the New Testa-

ment, we find representations of Christian life from the lips of

the Lord Himsell, which give great prominence to tliis side. It

is, therefore, in itselt permissible ; and it seems all the more
natural that James should have taken this view, if we consider

his historical circumstances. It was probable, from the nature
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of the call, that this view, which set forth the continuity of

Christianity with the old covenant, should be the first to make
its appearance, and that this should take place in the Jewish

Christian community at Jerusalem ; and, from the personal

history of James, it was equally probable that he should be

the very man who would propound this view. Probability

seems in favour of the author of tliis epistle not having been

an apostle, but a natural brother of the Lord. In [Mark vL 3

four hrothcrs of the Lord are named, and, being mentioned in

connection with their mother, could not well be merely cousins.

These brethren, according to John vii. 3-10, did not believe in

their brother during His earthly life. They were outwardly very

near to Jesus ; but this outward nearness became a mental wall

of partition between them and the brother who was inwardly so

specially exalted above them. James, used from his childhood

to a faithful and strict piety, followed a moral and religious

course peculiar to himself. Doubtless he was often stirred up by

the sight of the brother, who must have appeared to him as a

wonder, but yet he failed to recognise that which His mother

from the very first saw in Him. Thus he developed into an

earnest, and, from an Old Testament point of vieAv, pious

character, but, in the first place, outside Jesus' sphere of spiritual

life. But the more candid and honest his character, the more

candid and honest was his righteousness ; and when, with his

brethren, by means of Christ's resuiTcction, he was led to faith

in Him as the glorified Messiah, the more he held this BiKaiocrvvT]

as the essential matter. Now, perhaps, he experienced that in

this faith he first became free, and was, as it were, begotten of

(lod, but that it was no rude contrast to his previous state, in

which, more or less unconsciously, he had derived somewhat

from the fulness of Jesus Christ. Thus it seemed to him that

all he had in Christ was to be looked upon oidy as the perfect-

ing of what he had before. James, therefore, forms that middle

term between the apostolic circle and the Jewish nation, which

we have described as so providential in its character. He might

thus live in Jerusalem, not only as the acknowledged head of the

Jewish Christian community, but also, on account of his zeal for

the law, as a man highly cstccnu'd among the Jews themselves.

As a man standing in this ])osition, and with a view ot making

peace, at a time when Paul was in captivity or had ended his



DIV. ir. § CO.] COMPARISON OF JAMES WITH ST MATTHEW. SG3

course, and party hatred had begun to fire up so vehemently, he

felt called on to interpose with an epistle of this kind, and once

more to throw the weight of his authority and his convictions

into the scale in favour of peace. Especially was he called on

now, in the face of the doctrinal and practical errors, the com-

mencement of which we find described in the first Epistle to

the Corinthians, which, however, had now reached a far wider

development. Error appears already to have taken that turn

which attributes to God the origin of sin ; and degeneracy

hesitated not to maintain that indifference of life was com-

patible with an outward confession of faith. But James could

not have come forward as he has done in this epistle, if he had

been an extreme party man ; but, as the pillar of the Church,

who (according to the Epistle to the Galatians) held out to

Paul the hand of brotherhood, and (according to the Acts) was

enabled to take a position far above all party feeling, the course

he adopted was fully open to him. The fact that doubt was

thrown upon the canonicity of his epistle so early, and for so

long a time, is explained, even looking at the authority which

he held in his own sphere, by the opinion which led to nothing

but the writings of apostles, or those works which had been

subject to apostolic examination, being received into the canon.

In conclusion, we cannot fail to see how characteristic, histori-

cally important, and providentially arranged, the position of

James was, and how much it is a subject of thanksgiving that

we possess this evangelical testimony from his hand.

§ 6 0. Comparison of James System of Doctrine with the Gospel of

St. Matthew.

The comparison of an apostolic didactic work of this kind w^ith

one of the gospels has a twofold interest. In the first place, to

show how the apostle connects his teaching with that of Jesus

Himself, and to what extent it is derived from that source ; and,

on the other hand, how far his doctrines are reflected in the

historical views of the evangelist.

The Epistle of James coincides even with John's Gospel in the

fundamental view of Christianity as the word of truth, which sets

free, and is common to all (Jas. i. 18, 25 ; John viii. 31 ff.)

;

and this is an element in which he really goes beyond the sphere

of the synoptical discourses. There are fewer points of coincidence
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with the Gospel of St. ]Mark, the latter giving special prominence

to the historical matter. The same remark applies to Luke's

Gospel, in which the matter is chosen with a view to Paul's con-

test against the Judaizing party; altliough we cannot be surprised

at finding frequent coincidences witli James' Kpistle in the copious

discourses, especially those of an ethical character, which this

gospel contains. With ^latthew, on the contrary, James agrees

not only in numerous separate passages, which appear to be but

the echo of those discourses of Jesus wliich bear reference to the

moi*al life in God's kingdom, but also in that great body of pre-

cepts which ^Matthew gives as a grand whole (clis. v.—vii.), the

Sermon on the IMuunt, which in its whole spirit may be looked

upon as the model of James' Epistle. James' fundamental view

of objective Christianity as the perfect law of liberty is based on

Matt. V. 17-10, the theme of the whole discourse, the fulfilment

of the law and the pro[)hets. Both James and ]\Iatthew follow

out the idea of the fulfilment of prophecy only so far as it is in-

volved in the fulfilment of the law. As James recognises the

new law as the only essential one, without, however, entirely

setting aside tlie old law, so also, in the Sermon on the Mount,

we find that fulfilment of the law in sense and spirit is advocated

wliich goes beyond its mere actual fonn, altliough still preserving

it. In connection with the objective view of Christianity, we find

James' idea of God the same as that which meets us in the Sermon

on the Mount, as the holy and the perfect One (Matt. v. 48), the

Founder of the law (]\IaU. v. 17-10), the Judge who can both save

and destroy (vers. 22-30); as He wlio, full of love, gives every

good and perfect gift (vers. 45, vii. 9-1 1), especially the Holy Sjiirit,

to them that ask Him (cf Luke xi. 13 ; Jas. i. 17 ; Matt. vii.

7-11 ; Jas. i. 5-7). Matthew and James both specially designate

God as Father ; the fnrmer representing Christ as Him for whose

sake His disciples will have to suffer (Matt. v. 11), as the Lord

(Matt. viL 21 f.), and as the Judge (Matt. vii. 22 f), whilst James

also recognises Him as the Lord and Judge. The Sermon on the

Mount presupposes rather than displays the Mcssiahship of Jesus
;

and this feature, too, we find in James' treatment As regards

the fundamental view of subjective Cliristianity, in the Sermon

on tlie Mount it is brought before us as BiKaioavii) Oeov, as it

avails and ajjpears in God's sight (Matt. vi. 33), witli wliich man
must be filled from above (v. 0), which, however, must be better
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tlian that of the scribes and Pharisees (v. 20). James likewise

sets forth Christianity as righteousness ; and, as the Sermon on

the Mount understands this righteousness to be a doing of the

divine will (Matt. vii. 21), or ol the law (Matt. v. 19), in contrast

to the mere saying, " Lord, Lord
!

" so also James lays a stress

on faith being perfected in works,—for faith may be recognised

through works, as a tree by its fruits (Matt. vii. 16-20). And as

the Sermon on tlie Mount represents love to one's neighbour as

the essence of the law and the prophets (Matt. vii. 12), so James

declares it to be the royal law (ii. 8). We now have to consider

the separate items of doctrine which are presented to us both in

James' Epistles and the Sermon on the Mount. Sin appears as the

ipyd^eaOai, dvofxiav, or as actual sin (Matt. vii. 23 ; cf. Jas. i. 15,

ii. 9). But this actual sin is involved not merely in the overt

act, but also in thought and word (Matt. v. 22, 28; Jas. i. 19,

20, 26, ch. iii.). The transition to a state of salvation is con-

stituted by repentance as a humbling of the heart before God, as

an earnest longing for righteousness, by which the need of re-

demption is acknowledged in all its depth, and as an honest desire

for that which is good (INIatt. v. 3, 4, 6, 8 ; Jas. iv. 8 ff.). The

aim and end of the Christian is the kingdom of God (Matt. vi.

33 ; Jas. ii. 5). James' teaching as to the spiritual birth of the

Christian finds no comj)lete model in the Sermon on the Mount

(cf. John iii. 3) ; but we must take into consideration what the

Lord says of the children of God (Matt. v. 9, 45) and of the

children of tlie kingdom (xiii. 28). If, however, we go closely

into the details of the Epistle of St. James, it is surprising how

great a similarity to the Sermon on the Mount pervades the whole

of it. Among these points of similarity (also coinciding with

other utterances in the Synoptists) are—the joy in temptation

(Jas. i. 2 ; Matt. v. 12) ;
prayer for wisdom (Jas. i. 5 ;

Matt. vii.

7, 11 ; Luke xxi. 14 f.) ; God's liberal and loving giving (Jas.

i. 5 ; Matt. vii. 11) ; the necessity of faith in prayer (Jas. i. 6 f.

;

Matt. xxi. 22) ; the warning against wrath (Jas. i. 19 f. ; Matt.

V. 22) ; the commendation of gentleness (Jas. i. 21, iii. 13 ; Matt.

V. 4) ; the earnest injunction to be doers of the divine word (Jas.

i. 22 ; Matt. vii. 24, 26) ; the taming of the tongue (Jas. i. 26
;

Matt. V. 22); the utterance, that the poor are heirs of the king-

dom (Jas. ii. 5 ; Matt. v. 3 ; Luke vi. 20) ; the royal law of love

(J as. ii. 8 ; Matt. vii. 1 2, xxii. 36 ff.) ; mercy in connection with
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God's jiuljimcnt (Jas. ii. 13 ; ]\Iatt. v. 7. 9, 13, xxv. 34 ff.), and

the judgnieut on the unmerciful (Jas. ii. 13 ; Matt. vii. 2) ; the

tree and its fruits (Jas. iil 12 ; Matt. vii. IG) ; the importance of

peaceableness (Jas. iiL 18 ; Matt. v. 9) ; a true jirayer being heard

(expressed negatively, Jas. iv. 3
;

positively, ]Matt. vii. 8) ; the

friendship of the world is enmity to God (Jas. iv. 4 ; ^latt. vL

24) ;
sell'-lunniliation (Jas. iv. G, 10; Matt. xxiiL 12, xviii. 4) ;

the puritication of the heart (Jas. iv. 8 ; Matt. v. 8) ; mourning

for sin (Jas. iv. ; ]\Iatt. v. 4 ; Luke vi. 25) ;
judgment of brethren

(Jas. iv. 11 i; Matt. vii. 1 fi'.) ; dependence on God (Jas. iv.

13-lG ; Matt. vL 25); the perishableness of earthly treasures

(Jas. V. 2 ff. ; yiatt. vi. 19 f; Luke xii. 19 ff.) ; the unresisting

spirit of tlie righteous (Jas. v. 6 ; ]Matt. v. 39 ff.) ; the expecta-

tion of our Lord's second appearing (Jas. v. 7-9 ; Matt. vii.

21-23; xvi. 27, chs. xxiv. and xxv.); the persecution of the

prophets (Jas. v. 10 ; ]Matt. v. 12) ; and the warning against

oaths (Jas. v. 12 ; ]\Iatt. v. 34 ff.). The form, also, of James'

Epistle bears an evident similarity to the Sermon on the Mount

in its sententious language and figurative style, especially in the

abundance of images derived from nature and mankmd. Not-

withstanding all this, we would not desire to place James' Epistle

on an equal level with the Sermon on the Mount, which latter,

both in form and purport, testifies to its origin frtmi the Lord Him-

self It is more profound, more many-sided in its utterances, and

more per.spicaciou.s. It is also more comprehensive in its theme,

liut it mu.st, notwithstanding, be clear to every one that a brother

of the Lord, who was perhaps one of the hearers of the Sermon

on the Mount, and was much with Ilim, might well entertain such

views and employ such a mode (jf statement.

But whatever points of alliance tliere may be between James'

Epistle and Matthew's Gospel, we must not lose sight of the fact

that the di.scour.ses of Jesus in the latter go far beyond the epistle,

and are not limited to the elements of doctrine. Matthew hiis

record(!d otlier discourses, from which it is very plain what part

of tlie law was to cejuse and vanish away owing to its completion

in Christ. The Sermon on tlie Mount says nothing expressly as

to this ; for it was requisite first to tlirow light upon tlie positive

building of the law. Another point disregarded by James is in-

timated in the Sermon ou the Mount— the alteration and defacing

of the law by the inUirprctations and applications of the scrib(!3,
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wliicli we find decidedly and directly opposed in subsequent dis-

coui-ses. If we consider the more liberal interpretations of the

law given by our Lord in the discourses recorded by Matthew,

also, that God's or Christ's kingdom is intended lor all men (xxvi.

13, xxviii. 19, viii. 11), that Israel is rejected as the theocratic

nation (xxi. 43 f., viii. 12), and the destruction of the temple is

intimated (xxiv. 1), we may recognise that, although, according to

Matthew's Gospel, the substance of the Old Testament is fulfilled,

the temporary and local forms of its law are abolished. Fulfilled

prophecy, which is not enlarged upon in the Sermon on the Mount,

is widely developed in the rest of the gospel ; and we find many

passages in Matthew which refer to the fulfilment of Old Testa-

ment prophecy in the person and work of Christ. The evidence

of this will be found, on examination, to pervade the whole gospel.

Added to this, Matthew possesses many historical and didactic

elements which tend to form a copious Christology ; and, as re-

gards the person of Christ, records all the weightiest facts which

form a part of our Lord's Messianic life, and also the very im-

portant discourses in which Jesus enlarges on the peculiarity of

His person (xi. 27, xxvi. 64, xxii. 41-45, xxi. 37). Other dis-

courses refer to Christ's work. He is the Judge of all nations

(xxv. 31 ff., xvi. 27, vii. 22 £), who will return in glory (xxiv.

19-xxv. 46), as king (xv. 34, 40). But He is also the Redeemer

who is come to save that which is lost (xviii. 11, ix. 11-14), and

He it is who atones through His blood (xxvi. 28,) and baptizes

with the Holy Ghost and with fire. Although it is a question how

far Matthew was personally acquainted with all the events and

sayings which he records in his history, there can be little doubt

that, if he had written a didactic epistle, he would have entered

more largely than James into the Christological element. But,

on the other hand, from the mere non-occurrence of certain matter

in a didactic epistle, we are scarcely ever justified in inferring

either a want of knowledge or disapprobation of this matter on the

part of the author. Notwithstanding all this, there is still a great

similarity between the two works in question. There is, indeed,

a causal connection between them ; for James evidently formed

his views to some extent from the Sermon on the Mount, and

similar discourses of the Lord. Both, too, have fundamentally

one and the same tendency ; for, although IMatthew enters so

copiously and profoundly into the whole Messianic appearance of
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the Lord, nevertheless his standpoint is the unity of Christianity

and the old covenant, or the luliiinient ot the latter. In harmony

with tliis is the fact, that the gospel was chiefly intended for

Christians of the Jowisli nation. This comparison may thus

serve as a hint to us, how little we are justified in limiting this

tendency to the person of Jame.s, although he may appear as its

most distinguished representative.

S 61. Comparison of James' Si/skm of Doctrine ^vith the

Einstlc of Jiulc.

Looking at the discussions of the last ten years, wc may con-

sider the result of modern criticism as favourable to the genuine-

ness of Jude's Epistle. ^Most of those, in particular, who have

held the second Epistle of Peter to be not genuine, have formed a

different opinion as to that of Jude. The author describes him-

self as the lu-other of James, douV.tless of the best known and

most distinguished of the name, therefore the brother of the Lord

(Matt. xiii. 55). Credner dates the epistle about the year 80,

wlieu Simon was bishop of Jerusalem, and under him heresies

liad secretly crept in which were subsequently outwardly de-

veloped (cf. Eusebius, iv. 22 ; iii. 32). We may judge from

Eu.sebius (iii. 20) that Jude was not living at the time of

Domilian. The epistle is not addressed to the Christians of any

particular place, but to all believers generally who had remained

true and faithful ; but yet the author may have sent it to one or

more churches. After the death of James, Jude, his younger

brother, was doubtless one of the most distinguished Christians in

the Church of Palestine, and had every right to come forward

with warnings against the heresies which wei-e creeping in. The

heresies are pointed out in a desorijition which is interwoven

with the warning intimation of judgment which forms the chief

purport of the epistle. Their two chief features are named in

ver. 4, and further enlarged ui)on in ver.s. H-13, IG, cf, ver. 18 f.

They are first described as dreamers defiling the flesh, desjiising

dominion, and bla.spheming dignities. In all things open to their

l)ercepti()n they corrupt them.sclves ; but what they do not know,

that tliey blasplieme. We cannot well interiaet Sdfai (ver. 8) as

eartlily authorities, for ovk oiBaai would then seem too forcible,

lieferring to ver. 9, we must apjdy it to tlie higher ])Owers of the

invisible world. Thi.s, too, must be the meaning of the ahstradum
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KvpLorr)'^,—firstly, the fxovo^ ZeaTrorr}'^ koX Kvpio<; (ver. 4), and then

the lower KvpioTTjTe'i of the invisible world. They would acknow-

ledge nothing above themselves, and blasphemed what others

reverenced ; and this bold egotism turned into gross carnality.

Jude describes these degenerate Christians most characteristically

in very forcible natural imagery (vers. 12, 13). Vers. 16, 18,

and 19 are also characteristic. Wuxt^/col completely describes the

coarsely sensual libertinism, which degenerated into a denial of

the Spirit and the whole spirit-world ; for, towards the end of the

apostolic age, this lawlessness and libertinism made their appear-

ance in the grossest forms, partly in and partly outside the Gnos-

ticism which was then arising, and v/as common ground both for

the above-named errors and also the opposite extreme of exag-

gerated asceticism (cf. Col. ii. 1 6 ff.). Jude describes this antichris-

tian libertinism as already in existence ; but from his grasping its

nature so profoundly, and depicting it so truly, we have a repre-

sentation of its general character applicable to all ages. And the

epistle has, so far, a certain prophetic character, and bears some

analogy to the apocalyptic statement. Jude, however, intimates

that all were not irrecoverably lost who had in any way shared in

this libertinism ; for he summons those who remained faithful to

receive some with compassion, and to save others with fear (ver.

22). The latter are already caught by the fire of judgment, but

still they may be plucked out. These words, and those that follow,

indicate very decided and powerful measures. The external belong-

ings of these people, the garment spotted wdth the flesh, is to be

abominated, lest the community should be defiled by outward fel-

lowship with them (cf. 1 Cor. v. 6). This epistle is, at all events, a

production of great original power, and also an instructive parallel

to the standpoint which is represented by James' Epistle.

On examining the didactic and hortatory elements of Jude's

Epistle, we notice,

—

(a) That all the essential points of Christian consciousness are

therein touched upon. The object of all the teaching and exhorta-

tion is r) KoivT) a-foTTjpia (ver. 3). This salvation is, on the one

hand, future (vers. 21, 24), the object of believing expectation

and " looking for the mercy of our Lord Jesus Christ unto eternal

life" (ver. 21); and included with this is the presentation before

the presence of the divine glory (ver. 24), which is to take place in

the future. But salvation is also represented as present. Christians

2 A
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are sanctified (Idved, in another reading:) by God the Fatlier, and

preserved in Christ ; and on them nierev, peace, and love aro

multiplied now, and not in a spiritual future. It is a grace

\\\\\c\\ has been already received (ver. 4), but on the right use of

\vhich salvation depends. We may notice (vers. 3, 20) how

gi-eat a stress is laid on faith, that the faith received should be

held fust, indeed built up upon and striven for. Faith certainly

appears here in its objective signification ; but the word of God,

once delivered to the saints, is to be vitally believed (ver. 3), so

that the edifice of spiritual life is to be built thereon (ver. 20),

—

faitli thus appearing a subjective condition of salvation. Added

to this, the denial of the Lord Jesus Christ forms the direct

opposite to the state of a true Christian (ver. 4) ; and in every

stage of the divine economy of grace, in the old covenant as in

the new, unbelief was the object of God's displeasure and

judgment (ver. 5). But salvation, as it is realized both in the

pre.sent and future, includes man's presentation as faultless before

the divine glory (ver. 24), that is, that he will be regarded and

treated by God as faultless (ju.stification) ; also, that man is in-

wardly purified or sanctified (loved), and preserved in fellowship

M'ith Christ (ver. 1). This preservation is spontaneous on the

Christian's part, but presupposes that believers have been thought

worthy of God's love, liave experienced it, and have maintained,

lived, and walked in this belief. Jude's Epistle, therefore, evi-

dently cmltraces Ijoth sides of the idea of salvation—justification,

anil the state of renewal or sanctification.

]>ut not only salvation, ])ut also the cause of salvation, is

touched upon in our epistle, and is ascribed to the grace of God,

—that is, His free love in receiving sinners (vor. 4) ; being thus

referred to the one God as our Saviour (ver. 25). But althougli

thn final cause ot .salvation is thus so surely ascribed to God the

Father, the intervening agency is as decidedly acknowledged as

resting in Jesus Christ, and also in the Holy Ghost, Those who

are called and sanctified by God the Father, and preserved in

.Jes\is (Jlirist, are the true Christians (ver. 1); and in ver. 25 the

wish (»f the doxology, viz. the glorification of God, is expressly

alluded to a.s brought about by Jesus Christ our Lord.^ Jesus

' Tlii« in not no in tlie En^jliAh version, wliich follows the Uxt. recrpt ; but

th<* best M.ss., inclmlin^; the Alcxnndrine, Vatican, and Kplirninii, add, after tbo

trorl riaviour, i.u 'Ino.u X^/jtow to;/ Kt/p/ow ii/*^i>.—Til
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Christ is therefore called (ver. 4) o ficvo<i ZecnroTri'^ koX Kvpiu<i

'qixoiv, the denial of whom is the greatest contrariety to the idea

ot a Christian.^ He is called Pader in reference to His ruling

agency extending over the whole world, and Lord, because we

are dependent upon Him for our salvation,

—

Kvpio<; being the usual

translation of ^)!}1, pointing to God in His revealed capacity, which

was perfected in Christ's redeeming work. Certainly the parallel

passage (2 Pet. ii. 1) adds the words " that bought them," which

refer to the death of Christ ; but in Jude no express reference of

this kind can be found. In ver. 17 the apostolical teaching is

referred back to Jesus Christ. The apostles are His apostles, and

their words appear as an authority for us. In addition to the

divine intervening agency of Christ, we have also to remark that

of the Holy Spirit. Although in vers. 1 and 25 the intervening

agency of Christ in the divine grace is alone spoken of, yet in

ver. 20 that of the Holy Ghost also appears, so that in that

passage the threefold causality of salvation is comprehended. The

subjective Christian life, as self-edification in prayer, is here evi-

dently brought into connection with the Holy Ghost, and is a life

in fellowship with Him. In these points aU the elements of the

Christian consciousness are comprised, although in a didactic point

of view they are not so amply developed as even in James' Epistle.

The main idea in Jude's Epistle, and also the motive for his

exhortations, is the divine judgment, to which must be added his

strictures on those who are liable to it. A parallel to this is to

be found in 2 Pet. ii., where degenerate Christians are similarly

depicted and threatened with judgment, only they are described

as arising in the future (2 Pet. ii. 1-3), whilst in Jude they appear

as already existing (ver. 4). Jude writes about these degenerate

Christians of his time to those who have remained firm members

of Christ's Church, first warning them to be mindful of the divine

judgment wliich the former will surely meet with (with which a

description of these ungodly men is combined, vers. 5-19), and then

adding an exhortation to the faithful that they should keep them-

selves in the love of God, etc., and yet help the ungodly as far

as possible (vers. 20-23). This judgment is proved by examples

drawn from the Old Testament ; and the author, in following

this course, instead of deriving the idea of judgment from tlie

^ The English version follows the text, recept., and adds Qiou after SsaTr&Vfltf,

which is omitted by the best mss.—Tu.
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internal nature of Clnistianity, shows how moderate he is in

developing the didactic purport of the latter. In 2 Pet. ii. we
lind adduced as examples, the angels who had sinned, the flood,

and Sodom and Gomorrha ; and Jude's Epistle takes the same

ground, althougli independently. The allusion to the judgment

on the people of Israel (ver. 5) is peculiar to Jude's Epistle. Jude

has to show that even Christians, in spite of the divine grace

which has been preached to them, obtained for and assigned to

them, will not remain unpunished if sinful apostasy intervene.

He therefore appeals to the manifested mercy of the old covenant.

The words to Bevrepov tou? fiij 7naTevcravTa<; uTrooXeaev are usually

applied to the unbeheving portion of the people, or to the whole

generation wliich was not permitted to enter tlie promised land.

Another interpretation would render the reading 'lT)crov<i instead

of Kvpio<; in some degree explicable. If the Epistle of Jude was

wntten after the destruction of Jerusalem, it M'ould seem curious

that he does not mention this particular judgment. Now, if to

SevTepov be referred to tliis second destruction, it would be an act

of the incarnate Christ, and the subject w^ould be chosen in re-

ference to the Vcrhum Jlnitum. On this point cf Acts vL 14.

Lut verse 5 can easily be considered as applying only to the

Israelites in the wilderness. Tlie second example is the judgment

on the angels, wliich, however, is only as yet begun (ver. G). The

subject may be here the same as in ver. 5, but then the reading

'Jt/ctoO? would be all the more improbable. Tlie .<;inful fall of

angels generally miulit lie understood here; but still the words

aVoXiTToio-a? to itiov oiKT)T)']piov would appear somewhat strange,

and Satan's not Vicing mentioned, who is elsewliere specially

distinguished, might cause suri)rise. ]>ut it thus becomes the

more probable that a particular class of fallen angels is meant
This idea is strengthened by ver. 7, in which it is said that the

Sodomites had acted similarly. According to this, the sin of these

angels consisted in forsaking the sphere of the spirit-world and

intermingling unbecomingly in that of the fle.sh. The final

judgmcTit i.s not yet i)assed upon then), but they arc even now

conijKillod to remain in a prison of darkness instead of a habita-

tion of light ; even as Sodom and (Joniorrha, which sinned in liko

irianncr, are set, forth as an examitle, and as suffering the vengeance

of eternal fire. It cannot be readily shown that these cities liad

previously sliared in any peculiar exercise of (lud's giace ; the
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judgment on them is therefore added because their sin resembled

the fall of the angels. 'EKTropveveip is a Tropveveiv which trans-

gresses all bounds ; krepa^ is not only forbidden flesh generally,

—that which is not the ^iia aap^ of those united in matrimony,

—

but is also specially erepa crdp^, as in the case when the human race

degrades itself to bestiality. The self-degradation of the angels

to the crap^ avOpamlvT] w^as something akin to this. From Gen.

vi. 2—4, it is presupposed both here and in Jewish tradition—for

instance, in the Book of Enoch—that events of this kind occurred

in the higher spirit-world. A closer delineation of these degenerate

men follows the examples of judgment, in the course of which

delineation three other instances are alluded to (ver. 11),—the way
of Cain (absence of love), the erring of Balaam (misuse of divine

gifts), and the rebellion of Korah (forcible resistance to God's

will and institutions). This judgment is now further illustrated

by the prophecy of Enoch, which is found in the book of

that name which has been discovered. The question arises

whether this prophecy is derived from ancient times as the

fundamental fact on which the whole Book of Enoch is based,

or whether it is quoted from the apocryphal book itself. Of

course there is nothing in Jude's Epistle which can confirm the

other contents of the Book of Enoch. There was, however, an

ancient tradition that Enoch had warned his contemporaries of

the divine judgment. The mention of the archangel Michael,

whose modesty Jude contrasts with the shameless and arrogant

l3\a(T(f)r]/jL€iv of all So^at on the part of false Christians, refers

to another Jewish tradition, which appears to be set forth in the

apocryphal Ascensio Mosis mentioned by Origen, although an

allusion to it is perhaps contained in Deut. xxxiv. 5, 6. This

passage, at all events, hints at something extraordinary having

taken place as regards the body of Moses. That which the Lord

did upon Sinai was not done without the intervention of angels

(GaL iii. 19; Acts vii. 53; Heb. ii. 2); it is therefore likely

that the events connected with the body of Moses took place

through the same intervention. Satan, as the beginner of sin

and prince of this world, has also ro Kpdro'^ rov Oavurov (Heb. ii.

14) ; and it therefore forms a part of the sentence on account of

sin, that the body of the sinner is liable to corruption. To this

rule, which was to be broken through by Christ, exceptions to a

certain extent appear to have existed, namely, in Moses and Elias,
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whom we find in a suprrnaturally glorified state on the occasion

tif our Lord's transfiguration. The words which are quoted Judo

9, occur in Zech. iii. 2 in another connection. This passage, at

all events, points to the fact that all judgment proceeds from the

Ix)rd, and that the higher spirits refer only to His judgment and

power.

This teaching as to judgment is a continuation and completion

of James' view of Christianity as the perfect law of liberty.

A\lioever does not respond to the practical requirements of Chris-

tianity has, according to James, no part either in justification or

salvation. Christianity makes certain demands, but affords to

men the life through Miiich these demands may be satisfied ; and

where this life does not e.\ist, there is no true Christianity. Who-
ever rejects Christianity, the perfect and beatifying law, becomes

liable, according to Jude, to the heaviest judgment, and is twice

dead and rooted out. This is the ethico-practical standpoint

which is also laid down in James' Epistle. But as the Epistle

of Jude contends against the libertinism (traces of which we find

in 1 John and Eev. ii. .3), he has to denounce the denial and

rejection of the one Piuler and Lord, Jesus Christ. "We see from

this that didactic and theoretical errors are in question here,

and not merely practical corruption. These errors cannot be

obviated, except by a development of Christian doctrine as to the

person of Christ. Jude, therefore, goes beyond both his own
standpoint and that of James' Epistle. All the Christological

doctrines which are presupposed in these two epistles were laid

down elsewhere and in comparatively much earlier times, viz. by

Pctfr, one of the three men who were considered as pillars of

the Church.

II. THE APOSTOLICAL TKACHINfJ OF PHTKR.

^ G2. Out AntJwrities for the Piirine Doctrinal Si/stcyn.

The first Epistle of Peter, which was classed by the ancient

Church among the Jlomoloijouvuna, nmst, from the results of

modem criticism, be considered as genuine. Schwegler bases his

f»f»inion of its non-genuinene.ss on the idea that the apostolic age

w.'is entirely divided into the I'aulinc and Petrine parties, and

that it was not until a later age that the need was felt of uniting

the two; and that, in conserpu'iice, works of a reeonciliatory
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character were fathered upon the representatives of the opposite

opinions. But this hypothesis of the circumstances of the apos-

tolic age, and the relations of its chief men, is, as we have seen,

an erroneous one. And these relations, as we find them set forth

in Gal. ii. and the Acts of the Apostles, actually explain those

characteristics from which special arguments are derived against

this epistle. It certainly contains matter which reminds us of

passages in the Epistles to the Ephesians and Colossians ; and it

certainly also testifies that that is the true grace of God in which

its readers stand (ch. v. 12) ; but from this it cannot be justly

inferred that this epistle is a forged work, in which an attempt is

made to harmonize the Petrine with the Pauline doctrine, and to

make Peter testify to the Pauline community that in Paul's

teaching they possess the true gospel. The fact of Peter (ad-

dressing readers who had received an epistle from Paul) referring

to any such epistle,—the fact of an apostle writing to a mixed

community, exhorting them to persist in the true grace, and thus

working in harmony with another apostle,—these things are not

contrary to historical probability ; and it is in entire harmony

with the events related in Gal. ii. that the apostles should thus

agree in Asia Minor, where they both saw and feared enemies of

apostolical doctrine common to each. We read in Col. iv. 1 that

Paul sent Mark, a former companion of Peter, to the churches

of Asia Minor. This leaves all the less cause for surprise that,

in consequence of Mark's mission, Peter should have taken the

step which he did, perhaps being urged on to it by Paul, through

Mark's agency. Why, moreover, should he not notice certain

epistles of Paul, which had been sent shortly before to Ephesus

and some other churches ? This would certainly be more in har-

mony with the apostolic spirit than the hypothesis of modern

criticism, that nothing but schism, wrangling, and controversy

existed among the apostles, and that the judicious idea of recon-

ciling the Pauline and Petrine doctrines did not arise until the

second century. It is, however, our task to show that the first

Epistle of Pdcr sets forth a line of doctrine characteristic of

Peter, and does not contain the Pauline teaching in its full

peculiarity.

With the second Uj^istlc of Peter the case is different. Even in

the ancient Church it was looked upon as an avriXejofievov, and

in modern times many have maintained its non-genuineness. It
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appears to represent itself Avith design as a production of Peter,

and, with similar design, to clearly state its pacificatory purpose.

Added to this, we must take into account certain ideas of an

Alexandrine tone, and the apparent dependence on the Epistle of

Jude. Looking at all these points, we cannot, in the province of

New Testament theology, treat both these epistles in a similar

way. But the inducement to consider and compare tlie doctrinal

purport of the second epistle is the more considerable, owing to

the latter being so excellent in many respects and quite worthy

of the canon.

In addition to the epistles, we have to consider Peter's dis-

courses, as recorded in the Acts of the Apostles, chiefly in its first

part, when the mother Church at Jerusalem was the scene of the

apostolic ministry. In those early days Peter was the spokesman

of the apostolic community ; and these discourses form, therefore,

a part of the historical monuments of the apostolical Church.

They are contained in the passages, Acts i. lG-22, ii. 14-39,

iiL 12-2G, iv. 8-18, v. 29-32, viii. 20-23, x. 34-43, xi. 5-18,

XV. 7-1 1. These discourses form, of course, only secondary sources,

being found in a book of the New Testament which is not pro-

perly of a didactic character. Without doubt they are not literally

reported, but they nevertheless serve as an interesting ground of

comparison with the first Epistle of Peter, and the more so, as

we cannot fail to recognise a peculiar fidelity in the record, both

to the spirit and method of the apostle.

The iirst ei)islle is addressed to the Christians in Asia Minor,

who are designated as the elect strangers in tlic BiaaTropd (i. 1,

2), a usual term ap])lied to the scattered Jews ; but from ch. ii.

10 we may gather that the Gentile Christians are also included.

These are depicted by Peter as grafted on to tlie ancient people

of God. To th(!se Christians gi-nerally lh(> ajxistle writes from

afar, from the neighl)ourhood of J)al)ylon, with tlie view of con-

firming their convictions that they arc living in God's true com-

munity, and thus to guide them ariglit amid all the ferment of

that time. The epistle was written at a date when Christians

were subject to persecution (cf. iv. IT), IG).

§ G3. Character and Arrangement of the Pctrine System.

In the first place, Cliristianity is the fulfilment of Old Testa-

ment prophecy. Tlie chief pa-ssagc showing tliis is 1 Pet. L
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10-12. The preamble of Peter's Epistle is an ascription of praise

to God for the salvation in Christ, which is a regeneration unto a

lively hope, the end of which is the crcorTjpia -yp-v^cov. This

acoTTjpLa (or %a/3i9, as depending on the divine grace, and falling

to the lot of the Christian, ver. 10), and also the sufferings and

consequent glorification of Christ, on which the salvation rests

(ver. 11), were the subjects of Old Testament prophecy, just as

the fuliilnient of the latter is the subject of the gospel teaching

(ver. 12); consequently this fulfilment is exactly that which is

given in Christianity. But the end and aim of prophecy is

reached only in those who share in its fulfilment, and are enabled

to compare both together, and to acknowledge, with full convic-

tion, that fulfilment in its true light. The culminating point of

this is the salvation which will be revealed in the last time in

the impending and complete manifestation of Christ, to reXo? tt;?

7ri(Treco<i (vers. 5, 7, 9, 13). To this hope we are now begotten

again through the resurrection of Christ (ver. 3). By means of

this regeneration, there is a salvation reserved in heaven, which

is the subject of our lively hope, although at present it is but

faith and hope amid many kinds of afflictions. But an abiding

in this hope will lead to the complete manifestation of God, which

is impending; and it is just this salvation, in its completion and

wdiole extent, which is the subject of Old Testament prophecy

(ver. 10).

In full harmony with all this are Peter's discourses in the Acts

of the Apostles ; for in them not only the details, which form

the purport of Christianity, are referred back to Old Testament

prophecy, but the whole scope of salvation is looked upon as the

fulfilment of prophecy (Acts iii. 18-25). The whole of pro-

phecy relates to the restitution of all things ; and this is the aim

and end of the entire work of redemption, which, having begun

with the earthly appearance of Christ, is to be completed at His

second appearance, which the apostle makes the cubninating point

of his epistle.

As a corollary to the preceding, it must be noticed that Peter

regards Christians as those in whom the idea of the theocratic

people—that which had been predicated of the Old Testament

nation—is realized (1 Pet. ii. 5, 9 f., iv. 17). They are the 7eVo?

f.KkeKTov (ii. 9, following Isa. xliii. 21), those chosen from all men
to be dedicated to God, the ^aalXeiov lepdrev/ia (c£ Ex. xix. C),
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an (0i'O<i ayiov; also a \ao<; eiV TrepnroiTjcriv (Mai. iii. IV), applied

to the CJentile Christians in the sense of llos. ii. 23. They are

built up on the rejected corner-stone, and are the ot/fo? Tri^eu-

fiartKO); (ii. 5), bringing spiritual oflorincrs, acceptable through the

mediation of Cinist. For these reasons they are, in an ideal

sense, strangers scattered abroad, as living in the midst of an un-

christian world. They are, in truth, that Mhich the members of

the theocracy under the old covenant were to have been.

This conception of Christianity corresponds with the way in

which Peter lays down it.s chief doctrines, and especially that of

the person and work of Christ, which are throughout declared to

liave been testified to in Old Testament prophecy. In connection

with thi.", M-e find the various phases of Christ's appearance pur-

jiosely brought forward with reference to prophecy. Peter, how-

ever, chiefly keeps to the historical appearance of Christ, anil

does not so closely enter into the nature on which it was based,

because in the former the tokens which mark the fulfilment of

prophecy are principally found.

This view of Christianity, as the fulfilment of Old Testament

prophecy, corresponds also with the personal character of Peter,

so far as it is known to us. Through his intercourse with Jesus,

Pt'ter had been gradually elevated from the Old Testament stand-

l»oint to that of the Xew, and he had lived so nmch in the con-

templation of Christ's historical manifestation, that he could hardly

fail to lay a stress upon it. In the next place, his destiny as an

apostle was to stand at the head of the twelve, and to be the first

to testify for Christ, and also to found the early Church in tlie

midst of the Jewish nation. Amongst this nation must Jesus be

iire.ached as the Messiah, in whom OKI Testament pro])hecy is

fulfilled, and preached with all the candour, ])(>wer, and confidence

by which Peter had been already distinguished. We must al.so

notice that, as a native of Palestine, Peter was unacquainted with

the Greek culture, and, being unaccustomed to associate with

Oentiles, although the jtarticijiation of heathen nations in the

Messianic salvation wa-s by means i)f lunphecy, an idea present

to his mind (Acts ii. 39, iii. 25), yet their call, without circum-

cision and ob.servancc of the law, was a thing not clear to him,

until he was led thereto by fnsh facts (Act x., xi.). But, after

tlie directions which were imparted to him from above, he speedily

and completely adoi»ted these views, and, in the face of the strictly
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Jewish members of the Church at Jerusalem, spoke the words

contained in Acts xi. 1-17, which led to his audience qivinc:

glory to God (ver. 18). But, inasmuch as Peter had not pre-

viously entertained these views, we perceive that, during his sub-

sequent apostolical ministry, his personal feelings led him to regard

the gospel mainly in the aspect of its unity with the old covenant,

and as the fulfilment of prophecy.

But in these views of the gospel Peter did not fail in under-

standing the peculiar nature of Christianity, but (like James)

acknowledges the liberating power which distinguishes it from

the Old Testament law, and points to the distinction between

Christianity and prophecy, as well as to their unity. This dis-

tinction consisted, (1) in the idea of the fulfilment of prophecy.

That which was a matter of fact in Christianity was not yet

realized under the old covenant ; indeed, even the presignification

by the Holy Spirit through the prophets was only in part clear

to them, and was in other parts the subject of seeking and inquiry

(1 Pet. i. 10 f), both as to the date of the fulfilment, and also as

to the " manner of the time " (ver. 1 1), that is, the historical

shaping of that which was to occur. There is, therefore, a great

distinction between the prophets of the old and the believers of

the new covenant, both in point of knowledge, and also, and

chiefly, in respect to the possession of the salvation which exists

only in the new covenant (cf Matt. xiii. 1 7, xi. 11; Eom. i. 2 f.,

16, iii. 21 ; 1 Cor. ii. 7 ; 2 Cor. i. 20 ; Col. i. 26 f ; Eph. iii. 9).

(2) Peter points out that not only salvation in general is the

subject of prophecy (1 Pet. i. 10), but also the personal Piedeemer

as the author or agent of salvation, specifying, indeed, the essential

points of His historical appearance (ver. 11) ; and there thus results

a further great distinction between prophecy and its fulfilment,

for in the latter the personal appearance of the Saviour is included.

Peter, therefore, in his representation of Christianity, sets forth a

Christology as the chief subject of Christian teaching,—that is, a

teaching both of the person and work of Christ in His historical

appearance : how these were in both respects predicted in Old

Testament prophecy, but actually appeared in Christianity ; and

also of the revelation which began with His visible life (1 Pet,

i. 20), and will be gloriously perfected in the future (i. 7, 13,

iv. 13; cf Acts iii. 20, 21).

Peter so far agrees with James, he also being inclined to re-
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]>resent the Christian cihical life as a life proceedincj from a divine

Lii-th (1 Pet. i. 3, 23-25); but the furmer apostle differs from

the latter, not only in scarcely ever referring to the law, or, at the

most, in interweaving its commands with the development of

special Christian motives (cf. i. 16 If.), but also in giving pro-

minence more expressly to the hringing about of this new life

through Christ (i. 3), especially through His personal appearance.

Peter represents Christianity as the fullilment of prophecy ; but

James does not mention it, although he speaks of the iaxurat

r]fiepa<i (v, 3), and quotes the prophets as models of patience

(V. 10).

Peter, in regarding Christianity as fulfilled prophecy, developea

a line of teaching referring partly to salvation, partly to its

causality. Our taking so comprehensively general a view of the

causality of salvation might appear to be an abstraction very

foreign to Peter's ideas. But in the beginning of the epistle he

styles the Christians " elect strangers." This implies that they

are in possession of salvation. According to ver. 2, they are elect

to salvation, and partakers of the same in virtue of the Trpoyvwa-i'i

Geov, the dyia(rfi6<i 'irvev[iaTO<;, and the pavTia-fic<; ai^ara ^Irjcrov

XpLarov. These three points together evidently form here the

causality of salvation, and are intended to describe it exhausth'cly.

Peter feels inwardly compelled, not only to describe salvation,

but to represent its entire causality ; therefore in his very saluta-

tion he brings forward these three points. Consequently our

saying that the whole epistle may be divided into the two above-

named chief elements is no self-devised scheme, but an arrange-

ment forced uj)on us by the epistle itself. Tliis division also

di-stinguishes Peter from James ; and we have in Peter's Epistle

a completion of doctrine and progress in its development. This

twofold character pervades, too, the whole ejustle. The teaching as

to salvation is often interwoven with the doctrine of its causality.

Thus in hortatory passages, which refer in the first place to salva-

tion, the author of the epistle often reverts to the causality of

.salvation, generally to Christ and to historical points in His work

of redemption. The pmctical aim ot I'eter's Epistle is the cause

of his proceeding from the subjective side ; and it does not follow

from this that tlie latter takes the liiad in his line of tliought.

On the contrary, we may conclude that the objective side actually

prevails in it, from the tact that, in hi.s representation of salvation,
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and exhortations to its appropriation, he everywhere reverts to its

causality; whereby also the circumstance is explained that in

every section of his epistle he again adverts to the Christology.

In the discourses of Peter in the Acts, the preaching of Christ,

the Lord and Eedeemer, most decidedly takes the foremost place.

S G4. Pdcrs Teaching as to the Cause of Salvation—Of the Person

of Christ as the Author of Salvation.

In his teaching as to the person of Christ, Peter proceeds upon

the idea of Christ's historical appearance, for in this alone was

prophecy fulfilled. Ke therefore speaks of Him as 'Irjcrov<i Xpi(no<i

or 6 Kvpio<; rjfiSiv 'I. X. (1 Pet. i. 3). But he also calls Him
Xpta-To<; alone, inasmuch as He has suffered (iv. 1, iii. 18). Cer-

tainly, though, this is done under peculiar circumstances, which

should call our attention to the passages relating to them ; cf. i

11, 19, 20. Peter speaks in but a few passages of Christ before

His appearance. Once he designates Him as one " fore-ordained

before the foundation of the world" (i. 19, 20). This act of

Christ's fore-ordination to be the Messiah is independent of the

world, and based only on the eternal counsel of God. His appear-

ance is a necessary item in the history. I^ot only does Peter

describe Christian salvation as the subject of prophecy, but he

also intimates a relation to Christ in the Spirit of God which

actviated that prophecy (1 Pet. i. 11). The irvevixa Xpicrrov here

is neither the insjnration of the Messiah, for Trvev/xa is an active

principle which " reveals " and " testifies," nor the Spirit ivhich

prophesied of Christ, because the use of Xpiarov as genitivus

ohjceti in this oft-occurring expression would be very unusual

;

but this genitive must be interpreted (as Ptom. viii. 9 ; cf. Gal,

iv. 6) similarly to the term rrrvev/xa Qeov (1 Pet. iv. 11), conse-

quently as the Spirit ivhich Christ has and gives. Hence result

essentially but two interpretations : (1) The Spirit of God, which

subsequently in the times of fulfilment was in the revealed Christ,

and proceeded from the glorified Christ
; (2) The Spirit which

always, and in the Old Testament days, was in Christ and pro-

ceeded from Him. In the first case, we do not go further than

Christ after He had appeared ; and His existence before His

appearance is only ideal and supposed, as in i. 20, and the

relation of Christ to prophecy is also only ideal. In the second

case, the Christ not yet appeared is a real existence, and His
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relation to the Spirit of prophecy is a real one. It cannot be said

that the Hist exphiuation is an impossible one. By it Christ would

not be really pre-existent ; but the divine principle of life which

existed in the manifested Christ was operative even before His

appearance. It was not yet contained in His personality, being

the eternal Spirit of God apart from Christ's person, but yet the

same Spirit which subsequently dwelt in it. The second inter-

l)retation is certainly easier in a philological point of view, and

in one respect involves nothing improbable. The idea of pre-

existence was taught not only by John, but also by Paul (1 Cor.

X. 4 ; Col. i. 16 fV.), and the author of the Epistle to the Hebrews

(i. 2 f.). Jesus also asserted it in His utterances as to Himself.

It cannot, therefore, appear sti-ange that Peter, looking as he did

upon Christ as being fore-ordained by God before the foundation of

the world for a future temporal appearance, should have represented

Him as pre-existent with God before this manifestation. One
ditliculty presents itself,—that in the Xew Testament the out-

pouring of the Spirit of Christ is fixed to take place at the time

of the fulhlment and not before, indeed after the date of Christ's

e.xaltation. Peter Himself designated the risen Christ as one

anointed with the Holy Ghost, and in Acts ii, 32 f. declared

that it was the Piisen and Exalted One who had received the Holy
Ghost to shed it forth upon meiL Here, however, he would bo

made to say of the Christ not yet manifested, that His Spirit had

operated in the prophets. We must therefore, at all events, so

understand the idea of this relation of the outpouring of His

Spirit, that tlie Spiiit of Christ Himself iJrejiarcd in the prophets

that which He completed in believei's ; in which case it would be

rcalitcr the Sjiirit of the pre-existent Christ. Certainly, if Peter

looked upon tiio pre-existence as ideal, the Trvevfxa Xpicnov would

thus not be identical with the vveifjia which exists in believing

Christians. 01)jectively, indeed, it is the same Spirit of CJod, but

He did not exist in the pruj)hets in the same way jvs in believing

(christians. In Christians He is indwelling; but He only came

uj)()n the i>rophets at times for the j)urpo.so of their 7r^o0»;Tfi;av,

and, therefore, in His operation only looked forward to and aimed

at Clirist, who, as not yet manifested, could not as yet be the

basis of the Spirit's agency. From this ])as3age, therefore, we
cannot with certainty attribute to Peter the teaching of a real

p 1*0-existence. In any case, however, Peter has relegated Christ
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out of and beyond any mere temporal contingency. In both the

passages quoted, he views Christ before His appearance as one

chosen and ordained by God from all eternity, and if not as really

pre-existent, at all events as one whose appearance was preceded

by an agency of the divine Spirit, which belonged to Him to so

great an extent that this Spirit is called " the Sphit of Clmst."

In other passages, however, it is always the manifested Christ

of whom Peter speaks. He was manifested eV ia^drcov tmv

Xpovcov (1 Pet. i. 20; cf Acts ii. 17, ill. 24; Heb. i. 2; GaL

iv. 4 ; 1 Tim. iii. 16), i.e. in the last times, when that is fulfilled to

which the times preceding only tended ;
(^avepwOrjvat is, therefore,

not to be understood here of the future glorious manifestation, as

in V. 4. But if Christ's historical appearance in the earthly

temporal life is to be viewed as a heing made manifest, an intima-

tion is thereby given that something entered with Him into this

eirthly life which previously had not been manifest. In this

passage, (f)avepo)6evTo^ stands face to face with Trpoeyj/coa/jbevov, and

would so far retain its sense, even in the consideration of an ideal

pre-existence, i.e. the pre-ordination in the counsel of God. But

-Trpoeyvcoa/jievov is not calculated to negative the real pre-existence,

for the word Xpia-roO involves a destination which even in the

real pre-existence is not yet realized, and can only be in virtue of

the (pavepcodyvac.

In the person of the manifested Christ, Peter distinguishes aap^

and rrvev/jia (1 Pet. iii. 18), although his conception of Christ's

nature is always subordinate to that of the conditions attending

it. In John and Paul, the aap^ of Christ is His human nature

(John i. 14; 1 John iv. 2 ; Eom. i. 3, 4, cf. ix. 5). In Peter,

the idea is here not so definitely expressed, and the connection

does not suffice for this. But as it is the aap^ by means of which

Christ suffers death, we must understand by it merely the earthly

and material corporeality ; cf. the parallel between adp^ and acjfia

in respect to His sufferings in ch. iv. 1, ii. 24. What, then, is

Peter's idea as to the irvevfjia here contrasted with tiie adp^ ?

With respect to this contrast, we must by no means premise that

only the (rdp^, on the one hand, and on the other the rnrvevfia,

Avere present in Christ. The two can never exist together without

the intervention of the ylrv')(T] ; and the death of the crdp^ is always

its separation from its '^v^rj. Peter entirely recognised this idea

of the ylrv^r) in man (1 Pet. i 9), and in Christ (Acts ii. 27);
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Lut the irvevna itself is not to be taken one-sitledly, either as

merely human, nor as purely divine, and, in connection Avith this,

^o}07roiT)df)vai (ver. IS), neither as merely remaining alive (of the

human spirit), nor as being resuscitated (through the power of

the divine Spirit). As regards the latter idea, the resurrection is

not spoken of till ver. 2 1 ; but if the resurrection was meant here,

we must assume that between vers. 18 and 21 the period before

the resurrection is again dealt with, whereby the train of thought

would be altogether confused. According to this, the exclusive

reference to the Spirit of God is done away with, and also, in

truth, the explanation which only discovers various conditions

in the two ideas, and not definitions of Ilis nature. Neither can

the ^o)07roiT}6fjvat be understood as mere remaining alive (of the

human spirit), for this would be notliing peculiar to Christ and

happening distinctively to Him. Desides, the evident intention is

to announce the appearance of something which did not before

exist. Thus the irveifia is, doubtless, not merely human ; but it

is a principle which was in Christ in a peculiar way, of a quicken-

ing nature, as the irvevfia in His divine nature generally is. In

consequence of His death, this principle is set free and unfettered

from the material bodily nature, and, assuming its full privilege,

developes in Him the ^a>/;, which was in Him in all fulness. By
this {iv

(J),
ver. 1 9) He went to the place where the spirits are kept

in the <l>v\aKt], and there developed a course of action worthy of

Him (cf Acts il 24, iii. 15). It is here Christ's spiritual nature

generally, but exercising a function which points to a peculiar

dignity and eminence, and to a more than human potency of the

i7V€v^ia. With regard to the human element in tlie person of

Jesus, we must mention that Peter (Acts ii. 30 f.) speaks of Him
as a descendant of David according to prophecy, as in the Synop-

tists and liom. i 3.

To this person of the manifested Christ, even during His

earthly life, certain pre-eminent lu'culiarilics are ascribed by

I'eter. In the hitter's discourses in the Act.s, we find mentioned

not only His Messianic dignity, but also His Messianic power,

with which (Jod Iiad anointed Him (Acts x. 38 f, iv. 27, cf.

ii. 22). Christ is also calkd the upxrjyof tt}? ^oifj<:, the Prince of

Life (Acts iii. 15, v. 31), not as the originator of spiritual life

alonc!, btit, on account of tlio reference to the li(\'iling of the man
born lame, of bodily life also. It is aL^o iniiilicd that He is not
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only the Author of life, but also possesses it in His nature : cf.

Acts ii. 24, where the internal necessity of His resurrection is

stated. This, again, throws a fresh light on the ^woTroiij^ei? tw

irvevixaru (1 Pet. iii. 18), showing that the Trvevfxa in Him pos-

sessed this power of life. Quite in harmony with this is the

peculiar distinction which is given in the epistle to the resurrection.

Christians are described as " begotten again " by the resurrection

of Christ (i. 3) ; the deliverance from sin is brought about by it

(i. 21), in a way corresponding to the idea of the Prince of life.

Peter's Epistle also sets forth with special emphasis another

side of Christ's peculiar dignity, namely. His sinlessness (i. 1 9,

ii. 2 2 f., iii. 18; cf. Acts iii. 1 4), in reference, indeed, both to its

internal relation to the atonement through Him, and to its cha-

racter as a moral type. In the epistle (i. 19) He is styled, in re-

ference to Isa. liii. 7, and in allusion to the fitness therein implied

to be an atoning sacrifice, a " lamb without blemish and without

spot" (a/xay/xo'i and ac77riXo?). In ch. ii. 22, 23, the reference to

Isa. liii. is altogether literal, and the typical example (ver, 21) is

joined to the reference to the sufferings of the atonement (ver, 24);

so also in ch. iii. 18, where He is merely styled "the just," in

contrast to all men as sinners.

Peter comprehends the condition of Christ's person (1 Pet. i. 11)

in a twofold view,—the suSerings, and the stages of glorification

which were to follow.

By so essentially asserting these two main circumstances, the

apostle shows that, in the sufferings and death of Christ, he saw

nothing incompatible with His sublimity ; on the contrary, that he

recognised in them a certain spiritual and moral grandeur. Also,

in his mention of Christ's sinlessness, he notices chiefly His con-

duct in His sufferings. In 1 Pet. ii. 22, i. 19, ii. 24, Acts v. 30,

X. 39, the mode of death is pointed out (eTrt ^v\.ov), because this

very kind of death is called in the law hearing the curse oj sin

(Gal. iii. 13). The sufferings of Christ are likewise mentioned in

other passages (1 Pet. i. 11, iii, 18, iv. 1, 13, v. 1), and in several

passages in the Acts ; also " the blood of Christ " is named in

1 Pet. i. 2, 19. These sufferings are expressly described as

vmdeserved (1 Pet. i. 19, iii. 18 ; Acts iii. 14), and also as fore-

ordained by God and predicted by the prophets (Acts iii. 17 f.
;

1 Pet. i. 11, ii. 22-25).

Quito as prominently as His sufferings, Peter also sets forth

2 B
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the resurrection of Christ (i. 3, iii. 21), and says, intleed, that

(Jod "raised Him up" (L 21). In Peter's discourses, the testi-

mony of the resun-ection of Christ always forms a chief subject,

that event being also described as predicted by the prophets (i. 11;

Acts ii. 24-32, with express reference to Ps. xvi. 3 fl'., a passage

in which Paul also discovers a prophetic allusion to Christ's resur-

rection : cf. Acts xiii. 35-37; 1 Cor. xv. 4; John xx. 9). The

resurrection, therefore, in virtue of Old Testament prophecy, is an

essential stage in the Messianic life ; but Peter also looks upon

it as causatively connected with the special exaltation of Christ

(Acts iL 24, iii. 15). This idea is not expressly brought forward

in the epistle, but quite corresponds with the general view taken

therein, especially with the passage 1 Pet. iii. 18. The stress

which Peter laid on the resurrection is quite clear, apart from the

dogmatic and ethical use he makes of it, from the fact that Peter

represents it as the special task of the apostles to be witnesses of

Christ's resuiTcction (Acts i. 22 ; 1 Pet. v. 1).

The ascension of Jesus Christ is a removal to the heavens,

to a celestial and glorified life, in which He is iv Be^ia rov 0eoD

(1 Pet. iii. 22 ; cf. Acts iii. 21, ii. 33). This expression denotes,

in a figure, that Jesus placed Himself in lieaven on the right of

the divine throne, the centre-point of divine life and power (cf.

Heb. xii. 2, viii. 1, L 3), and, according to 1 Kings ii. 19 and

Matt. XX. 21, signifies a participation in the divine honour and

doiiiiiijdn (rf. Trdmojv Kvpio^, Acts x. 3G, ii. 36). P)y the words

TTopeudeU ei9 ovpavov (1 Pet. iii. 22) the a.scension would appear

to be intimated. Yet the words themselves do not compel us

to seek an exjircss reference to the external, perceptible fact, as

the same term was used by Peter fur the entry into the kingdom

of the dead There is no greater certainty in the av€\i}<^dr} (Acta

i. 22). The fact itself being ])re.supposed, the idea is very natural

that Peter selected those words with allusion to the fact, but tiie

words themselves will not avail as an historical proof. The pas-

sage Acts ii. 34-3G is of a similar character, where, from ver. 34,

we may see that it is intendccl to be intimated tliat Chri.st avifir)

€i<i Touv oiipavov'i.

Jfit (jlorions vianifisfntinn for the com]>htion of Ifis v'ork is a

condition of (Jhrist which will be revealed only in the future

(1 Pet. i. 7, 13, V. 4; Acts iii. 20 f.).

The conditiona of Christ which we have hitherto considered,
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relating to His past, present, and future, are everywhere laid down
in the other parts of the New Testament as essential phases in

the life and manifestation of Jesus Christ ; but there is one cir-

cumstance whicli we find clearly and indubitably brought forward

by Peter only.

This is the presence of Christ in the Icingdom of the dead (1 Pet.

iii. 19, iv. 6). It is remarkable that the most complete description

of the Messianic conditions is supplied by Peter, who more especially

made it his business to represent the Messianic life, appearance, and

ministry as the fulfilment of divine prophecy. He speaks not only

of a presence of Christ in the kingdom of the dead, but also of

some ministry executed there. The interpretation of this pas-

sage has been so much discussed and treated of, that it admits of

little if any doubt. The passage speaks of something which took

place after Christ's death in the ilesh. Being in possession of

tlie full energy of life, and only as a irvev^a set free from the

<Tup^, He went and preached, not in hell, w^here the condemned

are under judgment, but in Hades, which also has its pains for the

wicked (Luke xvi. 23), although not the place either for those

condemned or those acquitted and justified in the final judgment.

The realm of the dead is, therefore, here intended to mean the

region and condition of the departed on whom judgment is im-

pending, who, however, vary much in their moral qualities.

Here are those who neither believed in nor complied with God's

threats and warnings with regard to the punishment of the Flood

(cf. Jude 15, 2 Pet. ii. 9). Uvev/xara are departed spirits, who

are elsewhere called >lrv)(ai (cf Eev. vi. 9 ; Heb. xiL 2 3 ; Ptcv.

xxii. 6 ; Luke xxiv. 37, 39). ^vKaKrj is, in the Syrian transla-

tion, expressed by Sheol. In Eev. xx. 7 this is the place in

which Satan is bound for a thousand years, ere the final judg-

ment is passed upon him. It is, therefore, in this worst case the

locality of an intermediate condition before the last judgment.

Thus, then, Christ after His death entered the realm of the dead,

namely, among the unrighteous, unbelieving, and disobedient, wlio

had been subject to the divine punishment of the Flood.

It is essentially a part of the idea ol human death that the soul

set free from the body goes to Hades ; and thus the resurrection is

nothing more than leaving the place. Christ's peculiar power of

life had to be put to the test in the entry to Hades. His soul

could not be given up to its power, neither could His flesh see
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corruption (Acts ii. 27). By the putting off the flesh, the 7rv€Vfj.a

developed the full measure of its divine power of life, and in this

power was capable of action. In this doctrine, the reality of the

death of Jesus is expressed as opposed to any apparent death, and

also the exaltedness of Christ over the conditio mere Jinmana, in

that He came not under the power of Hades, but, in the divine

power of the fulness of life, trod under foot the realm of the dead,

not being able to be held by it.

Finally, as regards Peter's general impression as to the person of

Christ as a whole, however few may be his direct statements as to

the nature of His person, the general view of this apostle embraces

some remarkable expressions as to His dignity. We do not, in-

deed, once find the name vic<; Qeov either in the first Epistle or

in the discourses of Peter. In the latter, however, we have the

expression iralq Qeov (Acts iii. 13, 26, iv. 27, 30) ; but these

words ought most probably to be translated servant of God in

the Old Testament theocratical sense (cf Matt. xii. 18; Luke i.

54 ; Acts iv. 25). In full harmony with this is Peter's following

Isa. liii. in his description of the sufferings of Clirist (1 Pet. ii.

21-25) ; also, in his first discourses in reference to the utterances

as to the servant of God, his applying the terra 7rat<? Geov to Jesus

quite corresponds with the endeavour to connect Ilim with Old

Testament prophecy. But as we have, both in the discourses of

Peter, and also in his epistle, the strongest testimony for the Bo^a

of Christ, we may well assume that the idea of the u<o<f Geov as

applied to Christ was quite familiar to him, looking even at the

passages in the gospels in which he is introduced as speaking as

an apostle (John vi. 08 f ; Matt. xvi. 10). It is therefore quite

in order that in 1 Pet. i. 3 we find the matter put in another

way, namely, God being styled tlie Father of our Lord Jems Christ.

If God in a pre-eminent sen.se is the Father of Jesus Christ, and

He who has newly begotten us, so tliat, for Christ's sake and

through Christ, He is in a peculiar sense our Father, Christ is also

in a peculiar sense the Sf»n of God, so that we, in consequence of

His .Sonship and faith in Him, are also children ot God. In

hannony with this, Peter describes God's Spirit the Spirit of

Chrvit (1 Pet. i. 11), and also lays down a threefold causalitif of

salvation (i. 2). The decisive indication of the dignity may, how-

ever, be found in certain pa.ssages which express the practical be-

haviour of believers towards Christ tlioir Lord. In the fii-st place^
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the doxology (cli. iv. 11), which the most natural construction must

apply to Christ, is the same as that applied to God (ch. v. 11).

Another passage of the kind is 1 Pet. iii. 15, a citation from Isa.

viii. 13, where it is applied to God ; but Peter makes Christ the

subject, for it is acknowledged by the critics that it should be

read Kvpcov Xpiarov}
Thus the relation of believers to Christ is one of religious

worship and praise. This is exactly the impression which the

Christians had of Jesus Christ from the very beginning, and on

account of which they styled Him Lord. The view of the person

of Christ pervading this epistle is confirmed by the way in which

Peter speaks of the resurrection and exaltation of Christ (ap'^Tjjo'i

Tf]<; ^cor]<;, Acts iii. 15) ; for ttuvtcov Kvpio^ (Acts x. 36) is per-

haps to be taken as masculine, as it is used by Peter in his first

address to those who were born Gentiles. Cf. also Kvpio'i koI

XptaT6<;, Acts ii. 36.

^65. Pdcrs TcacJmig as to the Cause of Salvation—Of the "yt-^j/^

Ministry of Christ as the Author of Salvation.

The ministry of Jesus is comprehended by Peter in the word

XptcTTo?, which is either united with 'iTjaov'i or applied to Him
without any farther name. Therein is implied the whole vocation

of Jesus (Acts ii. 36). The aim and end of His ministry is the

a-ci)T7]pla of men (Acts iv. 1 2 ; 1 Pet. i. 9 f.). In other passages,

Peter calls Him ap-^rj'yo'i tjJ? ^wt}? (Acts iii. 15) ; apyiq'yo^ koI

acoTTjp (Acts V. 31) ; ttoi/x^v kuI iiricrKOTrof; '^v)(o)v (1 Pet. ii. 25) ;

and dpxtTroifiyjv (1 Pet. v. 4). Christ is, besides, the stone rejected

by men, but made by God the chief corner-stone, which is the

living foundation of God's house, the holy people of God, and on

which depends the royal and priestly dignity which is possessed

by believers, who have it only through Christ (1 Pet. ii. 4-10
;

cf Acts iv. 11 ; Matt. xxi. 42, 44). Elsewhere the royal and

priestly dignity is not expressly attributed to Christ, but the pre-

dicates seem to intimate them. The details of Christ's ministry

are connected with the various conditions of His person.

First, the ministry of Christ in His earthly condition.

The teaching agency of Christ is not specially set forth in Peter's

^ The English Translation, following the text, recept.., has adopted the other

reading, Kvpiov It rcu &i6u; but Xotarcu is the reading of all the Jiss. of

highest authority.—Tu.
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Kpistle, because he does not here, ex profcsso, attempt to represent

all the points of His earthly appearance. On the other hand, in

the Acts, in Peter's speech to Cornelius the activity of the Loi-d

as a public teacher is made duly prominent (Acts x. 36-38).

"We do not understand top \6yov as an ace. absolut., but as

governed by KaraXan^uvofiai, in ver. 34. At all events, the sense

is, that Jesus Christ was God's instrument for preacbin<^ peace,

—

l)eace with God, and mutual peace among men (cf. Eph. ii. 14).

Jesus' miraculous agency is also brought forward (ver. 38) as a

result of His Messianic anointing, and as a beneficent course of

action, overcoming by God's power the works of Satan ; by which

action it was manifest that God was witli Him. This passage

shows us what value Peter laid on the teaching of Christ ; and we
may also gather the same conclusion from the stress which he lays

in the epistle on the 7cord of Christ, the u'ord of God, and on the

gospel as teaching (1 Pet. i. 23, 25, ii. 2, 8, iii. 19, iv. 6),—this

gospel being indeed the truth which Christians have to obey (1 Pet.

i. 22), and also God's word, wldch exists for ever in distinction

from everything carnal (ver. 24 f.). It also contains such a power

of life in itself, that it generates in man a new life (ver. 23), being

corroborated by its being the p^/ia Kvpiov (ver. 25), and is preached

in " the Holy Ghost sent down from heaven" (ver. 12).

Peter very decidedly sets forth the fact of Christ being a model

for Its. We have already seen that he premised His sinlessness
;

but we may also notice that in some passages, especially 1 Pet.

ii. 21-23, this sinlessness is linked on to His tyj)ical character.

Also, in 1 Pet. iii. IS, Christ is looked upon as a pattern, again, in

u similar connection. Thus the historical life of Christ on earth is

represented as a pattern especially in its suH'crings, and as a pattern

in peculiar reference to truth, patience, and love of one's enemies.

This leads us on to the viinistri/ of-Chrid in Ilui sujftrings and

death. The frequent mention of these events proves what a stress

Peter laid upon them. We may also gather this from the circum-

stance that I'eter expressly styles himself " a witness of His

sullerings," and also from the way in which he sets forth the

significance of the suflerings and death of Christ, He appeals to

them in every eliapU'r, partly i)i reference to sanrtifiration, and

jarlly to the ])atient endurance of undeserved suflerings. A con-

Kideration of tlie details leads us to a twofold power of the suffer-

ings and death of Christ. (1) The atoning and expiatory j^oxccr.
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This is pointed out by the passages which describe the death of

Christ as a death "for sinners" (iii. 18), or "for us" (iv. 1), or

" for you" (ii. 21).^ In these passages we have every inducement

to prefer the interpretation of virep as in the stead of,—in the first

quoted, because the contrast of the hUaLo<; vTrep aSUcov is evidently

intended, and is brought prominently forward if this interpretation

be adopted. Peter elsewhere sets forth the same idea ; for in

ch. iv. 1, by the addition o iraOwv iv crapKi ireTravrai dfiapriaq,

he presupposes that, because Christ has suffered, believers also

have suffered. We can therefore only assume that virep rjfidov

means m our stead; cf. 2 Cor. v. 14. And in ch. ii. 21 we must
also understand it in the same way, because the same idea, that

Christ bore the punishment for our sins, is indubitably expressed,

not indeed in the same verse, but in ver. 24, in the same con-

nection. In ch. ii, 24, in the mention ot His sinlessness, in-

nocence, and submissive patience (Isa. liii. 9), it is expressly

said that Christ bore our sins upon the cross ; that He was raised

up on the tree, laden with our sins, with the effect that these our

sins w^ere put away upon the cross when His body was slain. In

the word iva a purpose is indicated which leads us still further,

namely, (2) to the morally 'purifying power of the sufferings and

death of Christ, most closely united with their atoning power.

Peter so deals with the two, that the atoning power is clearly laid

down, and the purifying efficacy is derived from it (ch. ii. 24) :

uTToyiveadaL = to he absent, to go aivay, to die, and stands here in

contrast to ^rv. The death of Christ is to produce the effect in

us of being dead to sin and alive to righteousness. We are not

only to be free from punishment, but dead to sin as regards our

behaviour in respect to it. We may compare with this passage,

ch. iii. 18, Iva rjixa<; Trpocrayayrf tcS ©ew. Tlpoaayeiv is doubtless

used for gifts and offerings which are presented to God ; but

being here applied to men, we may compare Eph. ii. 18, iii. 12,

In the first place, an action on the part of Christ is predicated

whicli extends beyond His death. We are brought to God through

the Mediator who died for us, inasmuch as He did not remain

in death, but is quickened by the Spirit. We are brought to God,

(ff) by Christ presenting us to God as those whose sins have been

atoned for through His death, and therefore freed from the guilt

^ The English Translation adopts the reading I'Tzlp i;/xuv^ but vfiZv is that ol

the Cod. Vat., AlexamL, Ephnem., and &in.—Tr,
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of sin
;

(h) as not only free from guilt, but also morally renewed

and quickened (ch. ii. 24), made morally whole, and now alive

always to righteousness and purified. But all this is nothing

but the result of Christ having suffered for sin in our stead.

Similarly in ch. iv. 1, the believer is he who has suffered in

Christ, and naturally, by virtue of his faith, is consciously certain

and mindful of it ; and this has the psychologico-moral effect of

operating a cessation of sinning in him.

In other passages the purifying power of Christ's death is brought

foncard h/ itself and the atoning power is only intimated by the

mode of expression as something presupposed (ch. i. 2, 18, 19).

The exhortation to a holy fear before God (ver. 1 7) is based by

the apostle, not only on his reminding them of the father-like

God on whom Christians call, but also (ver. 18 f.) on the re-

demption through Christ. Airrpovv is equivalent to releasing by

a ransom {uiroXxrrpovv, Col. i. 14; i^ayopd^eiv, Gal. iii. 13);

uvaaTpo(f)i] is the whole moral conduct, which is styled vain and

empty, because it is both superficial and without continuance, and

also inoperative,—that is, deficient in the effect intended. Fol-

lowing the passage in Isa. liii. 7, allusion to which may be so often

detected in Peter's Epistle, Christ is a Lamb,—a term which had

been applied to Christ by John the Baptist, and likewise by

rhilip (Acts viii. 32), and in many passages of the Apocaljqise.

As all beasts for sacrifice must be without blemish and spot,

Christ, as the offered One, is here described as a/itu^ov koI

a(T7rt\o9 (cf. Heb. ix. 14). It is clear, from the words rt/i/^)

a'lfjLaTi, that His death is spoken of. The effect of the shedding

of this blood is now described as the ransoming of believers from

their vain conversation. The morally ])urifying power of the

death of Christ is, in the first ]»lace, pointed out; but its sacrificial

action is also alluded to,—the blood of tlie victim, as the seat of

life, being that which is determined by God as the ransom and

expiation (Lev. xvii. 11, 14). The siating free from the "vain

conversation" presujiposes the atonement. Tiie ])a.ssage, ch. i. 2,

ctV viraKorjv Ka\ pamiafiov a7fiaT0<; 'Iijaov XpiaroO, is to be

Hiniilarly explained. According to the ritual of the Old Testa-

ment (Kx. xxiv. G-8 ; Lev. xvi. 14-1'.)
; Heb. ix. 13 ff., 10), part

of the blo(xl of the victim was sprinkled on the holy things,—an

usage which was l)a.sed upon tlui idea that, l)y the sins of the

nation and iuilividual.s, the divine sanctuary itself was contami-
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nated, and tliat the pure sacrificial blood thus purified it (Heb.

ix. 21, 23). A part of the blood was also sprinkled on the con-

gregation (Heb. X. 22), so that those stained by sin are cleansed.

Not only is their guilt covered, but the impurity of sin itself, so

far as it adheres to them, is removed. Christians are the " elect

according to the foreknowledge of God the Father, through sancti-

fication of the Spirit, unto obedience and sprinkling of the blood

of Christ," so that through the power of the atoning death of

Christ they are morally purified. But the continuous process

of moral purification presupposes an action which extends beyond

the death of Christ (ver. 21 £).

In Peter's discourses in the Acts of the Apostles, the sufferings

of Christ are not so specially entered into, because, perhaps, it

was more judicious to enlarge upon the proposition, (1) that the

sufferings and death of Christ depended on an eternal, divine

counsel (Acts ii. 23, iv. 28) ; and that (2) it was therefore a sub-

ject of divine prophecy (Acts iii. 17 f.).

The agency of Christ in the realm of the dead consists, according

to 1 Pet. iii. 19, iv. 6, in the preaching of the salvation which

is based upon the person of Christ, and especially on His death

for men. Neither Noah nor the apostolic circle, but Christ,

forms the subject to eKijpv^ev ; and it is likewise quite clear to

whom this preaching applied,—to the spirits iv <^v\aKfi, the

veKpoh, not indeed in their lifetime, but in Hades. The question

now arises, whether it was the dead in general, or only a portion

of them ? In ch. iv. 6 no article is prefixed to veKpol<i ; but this

is no proof against the universality of the expression. From ch.

iii. 19 f., it is at all events certain that Christ preached to the

unbelieving contemporaries of Noah. But the apostle has doubt-

less mentioned this class by way of example, because they ap-

peared to him as peculiarly guilty (not as peculiarly excusable,

because they might have been seduced by wicked spirits). They

are described as a generation which, in spite of long-suffering and

all God's threatenings (ch. iii. 20), persevered in their unbelief.

This is in conformity with the description of them (Gen. vi.

11-13), and with the extraordinary character of the punishment

that followed (1 Pet. iii. 20). The Jews looked upon i\\Q generatio

diluvii as most wicked, and ascribed to them no share in the Mes-

sianic salvation. This generation, therefore, is brought forward

with the view of confirming the idea that it is better for man to
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suffer innocently (ver. 17). This generation, .suffeiing on account

ot their evil deeds, certainly forms a contrast ^ith the undeserved

sufferings of Christ. Another reason which led Peter to speak of

tliein is, that he desired to place the punishment of the Flood

in juxtaposition with the holy flood of baptism (ver, 20 f). If,

however, salvation was preached to this generation, this preach-

ing must have availed for others who were less guilty. It is

the class on whom the first judgment fell, the type of the judg-

ment which is to come. The question now arises, what aim, in

Teter's idea, this preaching in the realm of the dead had in view ?

In ch. iii. 19 (KJjpu^ev is simply specified; but, because nothing

more is added, we must here presuppose the aim expressed else-

where. Tliis is confirmed in ch. iv. 6. There can be no doubt

that the proposition tW Kpi6a)ai fiev Kara ui'dpoiirovi aapKi in-

volves difficulties in the interpretation. One explanation is that

Kpidojai is only grammatically, but not logically, dependent on 'ira

. . . Kpi.9eirre<;, SO that it would mean, " that they, being humanly

judged in the flesh, may yet live according to the spirit." Never-

tlieless the construction is difficult which makes Kpidaxrc lose all

its logical reference to iva, and also the circumstance that the

proposition thus loses its reference to Christ's future judgment,

and merely retains that to the judgment which had already taken

I»lace in the flesh, although ver. G appears to stand in imme-

diate connection with ver. 5, in which the account to be given

before the Judge of quick and dead is spoken of The second

(!X})lanation endeavours to lessen this difficulty. It allows to

Kpidajai a logical relation to 'I'va, and understands xpidiivat not as

tti hr condemned and piinislial, but as to he judged, as in ver. 5.

XapKt is thus referred to the earthly life :
" so that they, as all

men, may be judged in respect to their earthly life, but live

according to (Jod in the si)irit." This idea of oap^ is, ot course,

not without difficulty, because it affords no precise contrast to the

TTvevfia, altlioiigh it is, at all events, to be preferred to the im-

]rK)Ssible conception of <Tap^ as the propensity to sin. Especially,

however, the judgment must not be looked upon as one purely

future, and not yet begun ; in any ca.se, corruption and the ini-

pri.sonment in Hades form a part of it. We must accept it in all

its fulness, as beginning in the earthly life, being increased in

dcHth, and arriving at a complete consummation in the general

judgment Those in the realm of the dead, to whom the preach-
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ing of salvation came, had been subject to a judgment, but it

had not yet come to an end. Yet they were iv (})v\aKi], and

were kept for the final judgment ; but this latter might turn to

their advantage. This is evidently the sense of this passage,

according to which the completion of judgment on them is teleo-

logically included in the divine counsel of salvation, and for their

benefit. Thus aap^ and irvevixa appear to point to a contrast

between different spheres of life : cf 1 Cor. v. 5. It must be, at

all events, beyond doubt tliat the divine purpose in preaching in

the realm of the dead was a beneficial one, and that they to

Avhose lot it fell were intended to attain true life, in conformity

with God's counsel and preparation. But whether this divine

purpose of all preaching of the gospel was actually attained in the

case of these dead men, and of all of them, is truly another

question. This doctrine gives to the appearance of Christ an en-

tirely universal reference to liumanitij, not merely to contemporaries

and those coming after, but also to those gone before. And this

reference applies not only to the judgment on quick and dead, but

also to the preaching of salvation, so that those departed before

the appearance of Christ do not meet with a final decision of their

lot without having the salvation in Christ previously offered them.

The way is thus smoothed for the recognition of the idea that the

world of men after Christ—those, at least, who have not been

brought into outward contact with any temporal preaching of sal-

vation—may become the subjects of a similar course of action

after their deaths. The whole account of Christ's agency in

the realm of the dead is not, however, exhausted in the state-

ment of Peter, which, with the exception of Acts ii. 27, 31, has

but one (if any) parallel in the New Testament, viz. the mention

of the Kaia'yQovLoi (Phil. ii. 10) ; for the passage Eph. iv. 9 must

be understood of His humiliation in life. Not only is salvation

preached in the invisible world, but the power oi darkness is

there essentially broken down. "We may compare, on this point,

Col. ii. 15, which must be looked at in connection with Peter's

statement. The latter, however, does not mention this furtlier result.

We now come to Christ's ageney in His exalted condition.

That Christ's agency may be imagined as continuous in His

glorified state, follows from Peter's image in describing Him as

being at the right hand of God (ch. iii. 22) ; for this denotes His

participation in the divine glory, not only in the divine blessed-
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ness, but also in the divine agency, which embraces the whole

world, and employs the highest powers as its instruments. Again,

Peter specially attributes to tlie exalted Christ the comviunication

of tlie Holy Spirit to the apostles and other believers (Acts ii. 33),

which presupposes that He had received from the Father that

which He promised to His disciples, and also that He had per-

sonally appropriated it. In 1 Pet. i. 12 it is only generally

stated that the Holy Ghost had been sent from heaven on the

apostles ; but in ver. 1 1 the Spirit which wrought in the prophets

is called the " Spirit of Christ." How much more must the author

have looked upon the Spirit which came on the apostles and be-

lievers as the Spirit which Christ had and gave ! These passages,

and those in the Acts, nmtually supplement one another. Christ,

as the apx>no<i ttj<; ^a»79, is so eminently in possession of the full

power of divine life, that He approves Himself to men as He who

gives life. Exalted to the heavens. He sheds forth in the power

of His name not only the virtue of bodily life, such as miracu-

lous healings, soundness, etc. (Acts iii. 16), under the condition of

faith, but, in consequence of His resuiTection, men are spiritually

quickened by regeneration to a living hope (1 Pet. i. 3), and,

through Christ's resurrection and ascension, baptism receives its

cleansing power. By Him alone can man be saved (Acts iv. 12).

Finally, the exalted Christ is the continual Shepherd and Bishop

of souls (1 Pet. ii 25), and the living corner-stone on which God's

spiritual house is built (ch. ii. 4-10 ; Acts iv. 1 1 f), by the agency

of His word which brings about the divine power of Christ's salva-

tion,—the word of truth (1 Pet. i. 22), the word of life (ver. 24).

But this continued agency of the e.xalted Christ, having as its

aim the salvation of men, finds at last its culminating point in

which all is perfected. This is the full manifestation of the exalted

Chri.st, the uTroKd\uyjn<; 'Itjctou Xpiarou (1 Pet. i. 7, 13), or the

<f>avepQ)9fjpai, (ch. v. 4). Tlie course of development of Christians

and men generally, and also of Christ's kingdom, will be once for

all closed in the last judgment which is to be passed on all mankind,

the quick and the dead (Acts x. 42 ; 1 Pet iv. 5). As Christ

preached the gospel in the realm of the dead, so will He also

judge the dead as well as the living. This perfected manifesta-

tion of Christ brings to believers the consummation of their salva-

tion, the ])erfect ccoTTjpia, as the r€7<x)<; tt}? TriVrtcu? (cIl i. 9).

.^Uthough, therefore, Peter's view of Christianity is that of
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fulfilled prophecy, the realization of this prophecy is not yet a

complete one ; but yet, that which is still impending, the Kaipol

uvay^v^ew'i, or the drroKardo'Taa-L'i irdvrwv, o)v iXaXrjcrev 6 0eo9 (Acts

iii. 19, 21), is not the effect of any new principle, but the opera-

tion of Christ Himself, who, since His exaltation, has worked, and

is still working among men. We must, however, not fail to re-

mark that, although the judgment is expressly referred to Christ,

still in 1 Pet. i. 17 God the Father is looked upon as the Judge.

We also notice this in James and in other more developed systems

of doctrine. Christ, in His unity with God the Father, must be

here understood.

§ 66. Peter's Teaching as to tJie Ccmse of Salvation—Of God the

Father, and the Holy Spirit.

The biblical doctrine of God is modified in certain important

points by the doctrine of salvation and of Christ, and the more so

the greater the development which is given to the pecuKar details

of Christianity. We see this in Peter's teaching as to God.

Peter, of course, puts forward a theory as to God generally.

God is the Creator of man (1 Pet. iv. 19), to whom "as to a

faithful Creator," who maintains His creative love, those who
suffer according to His will may commit their souls. He is,

therefore, the God who careth for us (ch. v. 7), on whom we must

cast all our care (cf. Ps. Iv. 22 in LXX.). He is also the Judge

who judges impartially every man's work (ch. i, 17). He is the

Almighty, under whose powerful hand we have to humble our-

selves (ch. V. 6) ; the Omniscient, who knoweth the heart (Acts

XV. 8) ; the Holy, who has pleasure in the righteous, but is dis-

pleased with the wicked (1 Pet. iii. 12), and desires that men
should be holy as He is holy (ch. i. 15 f). But even in these

passages a reference to the person and work of Christ is not

entirely wanting. God is styled " the faithful Creator" in respect

to the house of God, the community of believers who suffer for

Christ's sake (ch. iv. 1 7). He is the Almighty God who cares for

Christians, gives grace to the humble, and raises them up in His

own good time ; He is the Judge on whom Christians, for Christ's

sake, call as Father (ch. i. 17); the Holy One, who has called

Christians to salvation (ch. i. 15); the Searcher of hearts, who
communicated the Holy Spirit both to Gentiles and Jews who
believed in Christ (Acts xv. 8).
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These references are, however, rendered much more significant

"by the way in which Peter, in numerous passages, expressly sets

forth the relation of God to the person and work of Christ. This

rehition Peter makes partly objective and partly subjective in its nature.

Objectively, God is a God of "abundant mercy" (ch. i. 3), the "God

of all grace " (ch. v, 1 0). God is also the Father of Jesus Christ

(ch. L 3), and tlierefore, generally, the Father (ch. i. 2) of those

elect from everlasting. It is He who has fore-ordained Christ

from all eternity (ch. L 20), and has raised up and exalted Him
(ver. 21), making Him the chief corner-stone in Zion (ii. 4, G),

—i.e. the foundation of a new theocratic edifice. God is, further,

througli Christ, the Father of believers (ch. i. 17), who hath before

chosen them (ch. i. 2) and called them (cL i. 15, ii. 9) to an eternal

glory in Christ (cK v. 10), begetting them again to a lively hope

through Christ's resurrection (ch. i. 3). He it is who perfects,

strengthens, and establishes believers (ch. v. 10), and by His

power they are preserved unto salvation (ch. i 5). It is God
^vllo is to be glorified in Christ through all ages (ch. iv. 11).

Thus God is placed in essential relation to Christ, to believers,

and to Christ's work. But God's relation to Christ and His work

must also be considered in its subjective aspect. Tlirough Christ

we have faith in God, who has raised up and glorified Christ, so

that God is the subject of our confidence and hope (cIl l 21);

and it was the aim of His atoning death to bring us to Cu^d

(cIl iii. 18).

Peter's teaching as to the Holy Spirit is of a similar character

in its reference to Christ. He calls Him the Trreu/xa ayiou

(1 Pet. i. 12; Acts v. 3), Trvevfia Oeov (1 Pet. iv. 14), and also

TTfeO/xa Xpiarov (1 Pet. i. 11). The expression irveufia Kvpiov

(Acts V. 9) is not to be under.stood as referring to Chri.st. In a

few pa.s.sages the word TTj/eu/za is u.sed without (qualification. From

Acts V. 4, 3, 9, we see that this Spirit is one with God. Ananias,

in lying to tlie Holy Ghost, had lied to God. From 1 Pet i. 2 it

is clear that the Sjtirit works in men that which is desired by

God. But tliis Spirit of God is placed in essential relation to the

person and work of ('hrist His communication to men is brought

about ])y the glorified Chri.st (Acts ii. 33), not only to the apostles

o-s the first preachers of the gosj)el (1 Pet i. 12), but also to all

believers in Christ (Acts ii. 38, x. 47, xi. 15, xv. 8 (.), so tliat He
"rusta" upon tliese believers (1 Pet iv. 14), and, remaining ia
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imioii with thein, is the principle of their sanctification and purifi-

cation (ch. i. 2, 22), and raises them superior to the world (ch.

iv. 14), being evil spoken of by the latter, but glorified by be-

lievers. Although reproached for the name of Christ, they are

blessed, because the Spirit rests upon them. This Spirit is so

eminently the Spirit of Christ, that He is so called by Peter, as

operating in the Old Testament prophets (ch. i. 11). The com-

munity of believers is styled oIko'; tov Geov (ch. iv. 1 7), and oIko'j

•jrvev^ariKo^ (ch. ii. 5).

Peter also expressly defines the divine causality of salvation as

hcing of a threefold character. This he does, indeed, in one passage,

combining the three together (ch. i. 2),—the Father, the Spirit,

and Jesus Christ. The Father is God ; the Spirit, however, in

which we are sanctified, is here merely a divine principle ; and

Christ, whose the Spirit is, and through whom it is shed forth

upon believers, is the Christ whose Father is God, and through

whom God receives His full glorification (ch. iv. 11). In ch.

i. 2 it is expressed that the irpo'yvcoa-i'i of God is realized only in

the Holy Spirit, and has its aim in the continuous purification

through Christ. This combination made by an apostle, especially

by Peter, need cause no surprise, as Christ's command to baptize

(Matt, xxviii. 19) presents a similar combination as the great

foundation of Christian doctrine.

We may notice in James, that his teaching as to God is little

influenced by his Christology. It must, of course, be the case

that, in any representation of doctrine which gives the essential

details of Christianity, the idea of God must be of an essentially

Christian character. We have found this to be so ; for even in

James the idea of God the Father is of one who communicates

Himself without reserve to man with His perfect gifts, and re-

generates them anew through the word of truth ; but at this very

general Christian modification ot the conception of God, James

stops short. Peter, on the contrary, gives a special development

to the entire scope of the Christian idea of God. Through his

position as the first preacher of the gospel and the founder of the

Church, and also by his previous proximity to our Lord, he was

led to preach Christ as tlie Son of the living God (Matt. xvi. 16),

who had the words of eternal life (John vi. 68). Peter, there-

fore, has taught abundantly about Christ ; and as, in his inter-

course with Him, a new light had broken upon him as to God the
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Fiitlier of Clirist, he does not fail to set forth the relation of

Christ to the Father, of the Father to Christ, of Christ to the

Spirit, and of the Spirit to Christ, but copiously enlarges upon them,

as was practically required. As regards the subjective relation of

God to Christ, Feter teaches that we attain faith in God through

Clirist, and that we become united to God also through Christ

;

and in these propositions we recognise a fundamental point in

the more developed doctrine of God, as shown in the New Testa-

ment. We see, therefore, that Peter's Christology agrees essen-

tially with that of Paul and James, and that the former has

adopted as copiously as any one the ^lessianic appearance of

Jesus Christ (not merely in his first preaching, but also in his

epistles, in which he addresses long existing churches), so that

these facts of Jesus Christ's appearance are worked up into one

with the teaching as to God. Ihit we also have to remark that

tlie Petrine Christology chielly dwells in the manifested Christ,

including the actual glorification of Christ, as beginning in the

realm of the dead, and continued and completed in the resurrec-

tion and exaltation. Peter's Christological teaching as to Christ

before His earthly manifestation, is, on the other hand, more

limited ; but we may notice what direction his teaching would

take on that head if he had entered on the point, for his practical

impression of the person of Christ is that of His adoration. ^Vllat

is said of Christ's ministry is in harmony with this. The action,

the principle, and the causality which operated in Christ, were of

no creature-like character. The unique nature of Christ, as re-

gards the whole world and all mankind, is brought forward ; but

a full develujunent as to the nature of the person of Christ, as

based on the actual details of His appearance and manifestation,

is not given by Peter, although an np]»roach to the more developed

ideas of I'aul and John may be noticed in his teaching.

§ G7. Peter a Tedching as to Salvation.

Sin itself, as causing the need for salvation, is not separately

dealt with by Peter ; but, in his desire to set forth salvation to

his rciaders, and to exhort them to accei)t and hold fast to it, he

sjjeaks of the need for .salvation, and tlie sin wliicli by it is to bo

put away and clean.sed. Peter's teaching as to sin does not,

thertffore, jiresent much that is peculiar, and liis idea of it is

di rived from the C)ld T( stnnient We find, nevertheless, in his
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incidental treatment of sin, an unmistakeaLle many-sidediress,

although the final root of sin is not, ex prqfesso, gone back to.

Sin, suhjectivcly considered, as individual sin, is called ufiapTia,

and also as sin generally (ch. iv. 1) ; and single sins, external or

internal, are styled in the plural a/xapTiat (ch. ii. 24, iii. 18,

iv. 8). This sin is, in the first place, very distinctly denoted as

inward sin. Sinful desires are eTriOv/jiiat (ch. i. 14), and in their

manifold forms avOpcoircov eTnOufiiat (ch. iv. 2), in contrast to the

pure and holy will of God, who desires that we shall be holy too

(ch. i. 1 5 f.). Thus the iTnOvfilac are selfish and worldly, and are

in part aapKiKal eTTLOvfiiai, in which expression the aap^ is not

to be taken in the Pauline sense, but, as always in Peter, in a

corporeal sense. Hence the "fleshly lusts" (ch. ii. 11) which

war against the soul {^vx/i), in opposition to all that is higher

and more honourable in man (for y^rv^^i] is a general idea, which

embraces both the higher and lower life of the soul ; here the

higher side is intended, cf. Jas. iv. 1). Sin becomes outward in

the dvacrTpo(f)i], and tends to "vain conversation" (ch. i. 18).

This " conversation " is also called the avdpcoTrcov iiri.dvfiLaL'i

^iwcai, or TTopeveaOac iv aaeXyeiai'?, etc. (ch. iv. 2). Peter men-

tions various branches of sin,—some grossly sensual excesses,

which are attributed to the pre-Christian state of those who were

once heathen (iv. 3), and other manifold sins against our fellow-

men (ch. iv. 15, ii, 1, iii. 9 f.). The general expression is, how-

ever, KUKo. iToietv (ch. iii. 12); and, in harmony with this, kukm

(ch. ii. 1), which is probably to be understood, not as a special

kind, but as the idea of a species of sin. Hence, those who give

the dominion to sin in their inner and outer life are called

KaKoirocol (cL ii. 12, 14), also aae^eh koI a/iapTookoL (ch. iv. 18).

Peter's point of view tends, therefore, to a collective life of sin.

This view results from the biblical, and especially the New Testa-

ment standpoint, sin being placed in juxtaposition with tlie divine

will and the reaction of the divine life and grace. Thus all

that is sinful falb into one category. Mankind generally, in the

eyes of the gracious God, needs His grace ; and salvation in the

same way as sin is looked upon as common to all. We have

already seen that Peter's representation of Christ's manifestation

applied it to past generations, as well as to those present and to

come. And in his epistle, addressing readers most of whom had

previously been heathen, and also in the Acts of the Apostles,

2C
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sjHwkiiv^ to a population which, although living in the midst of

.ludaisMi, nc'fik'il redemption, he looked upon sin and the need

for salvation as common to all, so that " the vain conversation
"

(1 l\it. i- 18) is described as -rraTpoTrapuBoTOf:. They were as if

"sheep fjoing astray" without a shejiherd (ch. ii. 25), which, in

the prophet's sense, means that every sinner followed his own

course. But as " every man's own way " leads far from the way

of salvation, so all these " ways " were intertwined together. As
heathens, these Christians had WTought to diX-rj/xa tcov iOvdv (ch.

iv. 3), which are sensual excesses, which in ver. 3 are mentioned

by name, in conjunction with the abominable idolatry which

stands in opposition to all that is right. It is an dvuxvcri<i tt;?

u<TQ)Tia<;, which certainly stands in total contrast to the Christian

life (ver. 4). This is the heathen form of fellowship in sin,

which, however, in another aspect, is called ayvoia (ch. i. 14), as

contrasted with the knowledge of the truth existing under the

gospel The pre-Christian state of the Jews is also described as

dypoia (Acts iii. 1 7), inasmuch as they were deficient in the evan-

gelical knowledge of Christ and His salvation. Peter specially

speaks of one of the forms of sinful community of living as

shown in the direidelv, irpoaKOTneLv rco Xoyro, when the gospel is

])reached (1 Pet. iL 7, iv. 17). This want of faith is directly

influenced by Satan (ch. v. 8), who, as uvrihiKo^ to believers,

" walketh about as a roaring lion seeking whom he may devour."

Consequently not only those who have not yet become Christians

are kept back from faith in the preaching of the word, but those

who have already become believei-s are, where it is possible, made

a prey, not only by means of craft (as of the serpent), but also by

means of dread of the persecutions which Chri.stians have to

suffer in the world (ch. v. 9). The " world " is meant as a com-

])rehensive expression for the conmiunity of sinful livers. To the

Koa-fio^; is opposed ij a8e\<^oT779 ^//xojj/, the fellowship of Christians,

wiiich, however, outwardly exists in connection with the world.

Sin ohjcctivcbj considered, that is, as regards God, is a relation

of opposition to t/ie divine will (1 Pet. iv. 2) ; on which account

sin, being an accountable action on man's ]iart, leads to punish-

ment from God (ver. 17), namely, the judgment which must

begin at God's hou.se, inasmuch as sin is not altogether extirpated

even there, but nnist devrdve in its fullest mesusure on the iu)-

jxjnibiiL sinner ^vcr. 18). I'roin the extrai^rdinary stress which
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Peter, in his teaching as to salvation, lays on the atoning death

of Christ, we may see how prominently this liability to punish-

ment, which depends on the accountability for sin, is brought

forward in his epistle. But, although sin is imputable and

unbiassed opposition to the will of the holy and just God (ch. i.

16 f.), and therefore brings down God's judgment, it is not on

this account independent of the divine will: it cannot frustrate

God's counsel, but indirectly finds a place in it ; so that those

who give themselves up to sin, against their better knowledge

and conscience, are destined to find in the gospel preached to

them, and the Lord Himself, a " stone of stumbling" and " rock

of offence" (ch. ii. 7).

Peter's teaching as to sin agrees essentially with that of James,

inasmuch as the latter confines himself to actual sin ; but James

more brings forward the inner aspect of it and the sinful desires,

Avhilst in Peter the community of sinful living is more prominently

displayed in its relation to God. On the other hand, we must

take a prospective glance at Paul's teaching, who goes an actual

step further, and refers sinful desires to the propensity from

which they all flow, and traces back the sin, which Peter calls

7rarpo'7rapdSoTo<i, to its connection with the first man. Witli

regard to the first point, however, Peter gives a hint (1 Pet. i.

22—24). Pegeneration is here referred to a need inherent in

man, who is crdp^, and therefore without stability. That which

is to abide in man, and is therefore of true value before God,

cannot proceed from humanity alone. A divine principle must

intervene, and regeneration is conditional on the word of God.

AVe cannot fail to detect a difference between the discourses of

Peter and his first Epistle, in respect to the appropriation of, or

conditions for, salvation. In his discourses, Peter had to do with

men to whom salvation was then first preached, and he was con-

sequently compelled to summon them to fulfil the first conditions

of that salvation. In the epistle, however, although these con-

ditions might be alluded to, they were not brought forward ex

professo, or so fully laid down. In the Acts of the Apostles,

Peter brings forward, as the conditions of salvation, repentance,

faith, and laptism ; in the first place, repentance and baptism

(Acts ii. 38). Baptism is the outward proof or confirmation of

repentance ; and in the latter, as in the baptismal act spiritually

embraced, faith in Jesus Christ as the liedeemer from sin is also
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incliuk'd. In other passaiiTes, fieravoeiv alone is brought forward,

liaplisni l)eing presupposed, and (TriaTpicjieiv (moral conversion) and

a<f)€a-i<; a/jLapricov united with it (Acts iii. 19, 2G, v. 31). Faith

alone is specified (Acts x. 43, xi. 17, xv. 9, 11),—that is, faith

in Jesus Christ. But, that a fundamental change of mind was

combined with it, may be gathered from ch. xv. 9 (purifying the

heart) ; and that it was accompanied by baptism is also clear from

Acts X. In Peter's first Epi-stle tlie first entry into a state of

salvation is not so directly dealt with ; but faith is throughout

asserted to be the subjective condition for salvation,—faith in

Jesus Clu'ist (ch. i. 5-9, ii. G-8), and, through Ilim, in God the

Father (ch. i. 21), In this Peter comprehends the whole of the

conditions for salvation, making this faith not merely the com-

mencement of all salvation, but also the continued requisite for

our future consummation (ch. i. 5, 9), and therefore the ground-

work of the wliole Christian life (ver. 7). It need not, therefore,

be a cause for surprise that fxerdvoia is not spoken of in the

epistle, for everything is included in faith. But baptism is

expressly mentioned (ch. iii. 21). In the Acts it is called

Itaptism in the name of Jesus Christ, and is connected with the

forgiveness of sins and the reception of the Holy Ghost. Conse-

quently, through baptism the penitent and believing catechumen

received negatively forgiveness of sins, and the Holy Ghost

positively ; in Mliich are contained botli the consciousness of

divine mercy, and also the power for all that is good. The

passage in tlie epistle quoted above forms a part of the remark-

able section in whicli tlie apostle traces the progress of the Lord,

from His sufferings to His seat on the right hand of God, and

also connects tlie saving through baptism with the judgment of

tlie flood. The flood is described as a bajitism, of wliicli Christian

baptism is the antitype. P»ut the water of the flood was not that

wliich saved. Noah and his family were saved by means of the

ark, the water being the conditio sine qua non, witliout which this

saving could not have taken place. The saving through the

water of the flood is a baptism, just as the passage through the

Prd Sea, according to Paul (1 Cor. x. 2). The i)assage of Noah

and his family through the water was a saving dedication of

tlicm, both OS a sign of the divine favour, and also as an obligatory

engagement to the divine service. Peter compares these two

baptisms, inasmuch as tlie baptismal act is a spiritual and not a
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bodily purification. The positive contrast to bodily purification

is expressed by Peter in the a-vv€tSi]cr€co<; aja6f^<i tirepcoTTj/xa elf

Qeov. The flesh is contrasted with the "good conscience," the

aapKo<i a7r66eai<i pvirov with the eTrepwTijfia et? ©eov. AC avaara-

crecD? ^Irjaov Xpcarov must be referred to the whole proposition.

We must here go back to ch. i. 21. By the belief in Christ's

resurrection our faith and our hope rest on God ; for, through the

resurrection, and the atoning death of Christ which preceded it,

we are raised and entitled to a confident trust in God, and by
means of baptism we appropriate to ourselves the effects of the

quickening power of the risen and ascended Christ. From what
has gone before, Peter's idea of baptism is that of an efficacious

agency in the work of redemption, and that, indeed, in a twofold

relation, which includes the a-vvei8r]ai<; ayadij,—a conscience pure

from reproach and the consciousness of guilt, but, from this very

reason, a conscience which is sincere and determined to what is

right.

Peter, in setting forth baptism and faith as the conditions of

salvation, gives no intimation whatever in his epistle that an

obedience to the Mosaical law is to be looked upon as forming any

portion of the conditions necessary to salvation. On the contrary,

everything is made to rest on faith in Christ and baptism ; and

Christians are described as iXevOepoi, (ch. ii, 16, cf. i. 17),—

a

predicate which seems to point to freedom from the Mosaical law,

especially with the warning added. In the Acts of the Apostles

Peter decidedly expresses his opinion against the observance of

the Mosaical law as being a condition requisite for salvation.

Salvation, as appropriated hy man, is looked upon by Peter as

partly individual, partly general.

Salvation, individually considered, is the suhicctive forgiveness of

sin, aj)ecn<i afiapTtdov. In the discourses in the Acts, this is pro-

mised to those who are not as yet believers under the conditions

which have been already stated (Acts ii. 38, v. 31, x. 43), It is

a removal of the guilt of sin, and also of the consciousness of guilt.

In Acts iii. 19 this is called i^a\eL<p6rjvaL ra? d/jLapTia<;. In the

epistle, the forgiveness of sins is throughout presupposed wher-

ever the atoning death of Christ is mentioned as applied to the

readers, i.e. as the impulse for a death to sin (1 Pet. ii. 24, iii. 18,

iv. 1). The passage ch. iv. 8 is interpreted by many, that who-
ever has brotherly love or charity is thereby also in possession
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of the forgiveness of sins, however numerous they may be ; but

the meaninjjj might also be, that this love covers and hides the

sins of fellow-men. Certainly the presence of forgiving love indi-

rectly presupposes that we have ourselves experienced forgiveness

on the part of God. The subjective consideration of salvation

points out also a nao moral life in it. This is based on being

(lirincli/ horn again by means of the divine wortl (i. 23, ii. 2, 1, 3).

The author of this new birth is God (eh. i. 3), in virtue of His

redeeming mercy. !More closely considered, this regeneration is

effected by the divine 7rvev/j.a (ch. i. 2). The life of him that is

born again is, according to ch. ii. 2, a weak one, which must be

developed and strengthened. If this progress is the work of the

Holy Spirit (ch. i. 22), He must also be the author of the begin-

ning. The Spirit is also to be understood by the seed, the airopa

a<f)dapro<; (ver. 23). The word of God is therefore the intervening

atient ; and the " seed " is somethincr different from this, which can

be nothing else than the divine Spirit. The word of God is

described as living and abiding (cf ver. 25), and, following Isa xl.

6-8, in contrast to the frailty of man and all natural productions.

This word is not, indeed, the \0709 ©609 of John, but the word

preached by the apostles (ver. 25). It receives the attributes

livintj and abiding, inasmuch as it is gospel truth ami the word of

salvation (vers. 22, 25, 12) ; also because it is not only the wonl

of God, but also has Christ as its subject (cf. 1 Cor. i. 24), and

hence tlie Spirit proceeding from Christ is ellioacious in it. But

we do not identify Christ with the pijixa. This regeneration is,

according to Peter, an nyiaa/xo^; TrvevfiaTo^ (ch. 1. 2). This, how-

ever, dftes not include merely the rcgJMU'ration offeotcd, but also

a continuous and growing new moral life (ch. i. 22, ii. 1 t.). This

development of the life implanted in the new birth is also a con-

tinuous purification of the .soul (ch. i. 22), a putting away of all

wickedness (ch. ii. 1, cf iv. 2), in love to the brethren (ch. i. 22
,

and in obedience to Christian truth,—an obedience which, taken

jtrecisely, is nothing but an obedii'nre to Christ Himself (ch. i. 2),

the ri.sen Christ, and hence to His word as the word of God

(cIl i. 23, 25), which is to be looked njion as the fitting and

jnire spiritual nourishment for those who are born again fch. ii. 2).

liy accepting and obeying this word, Christians ]in)ve themselves

to be obedient children of God (eh. i. 14), not " fashioning their

lives according to their former lusts," Imt according to tiie nuture
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and will of the holy God. Purification is conditional on the con-

tinual working power of the atoning death of Christ, with whose

blood Christians are sprinkled (ch. i. 2, 18 f., ii. 24, iv. 1), and

on the Holy Spirit (ch. i. 2, 22), who rests on Christians as a

Spirit of glory and power (ch. iv. 14), as a higher principle, which

raises them above the world. In virtue of this life, Christians

will abstain from fleshly lusts (ch. ii. 11, iv. 2-4), and be sober

and watch unto prayer (ch. iv. 7), keeping themselves ready, both

for a vigorous resistance to the temptations caused by the devil, as

they then existed in the persecutions of Christians (ch. v. 8), and

also for the manifestation of Jesus Christ. Christians, then, will be

submissive, patient, and confident under their undeserved sufferings

for the sake of the gospel (ch. iv. 12-16, 19, iii. 14-17, ii.

19-21), committing their souls to a faithful Creator (ch. iv. 19).

Lastly, they will be full of love to their fellow-men and fellow-

Christians (ch. iii. 8-11, i. 22, ii. 17, iv. 8-11). Under these

conditions the spiritual growth of Christians goes on (ch. ii. 2 )

;

they are perfected, strengthened, and established (ch. v. 10).

Peter lays down, in numerous isolated passages, that this new life

is to show itself in social relations, in the State (ch. ii. 13 f), in

domestic life (ch. iii. 1 ff), and in masters and servants (ch. ii. 18).

Thus will behevers be preserved for a future salvation (ch. i. 5).

This hope of completed salvation (ch. i. 3, 13, 21, iii. 15, iv. 13),

and this salvation itself, forms the third point in the teaching as

to its appropriation. In the beginning of the epistle (ch. i. 5, 9),

the new life is essentially and specially placed in relation to the

impending completion of salvation, the (rwTqpla -v/ry^cwi; (ch. i.

4-9, iv. 13, V. 4, 10). This is the "end of faith" (ch. i. 9),

the " inheritance preserved in heaven " for Christians (ver. 4),

the "exceeding joy" (ch. iv. 13), the unfading crown of glory

(ch. V. 4), the eternal divine glory (ch. v. 10). This salvation is

imperishable (ch. i. 4, v. 10), full of honour (ch. v. 4, i. 7 f), a

glorious state, prepared by God (ch. v. 10), but also a gift of

grace.

Peter also considers this state of salvation in its objective

aspect. It is a condition which is continually based on God.

Christians are e'/cXe/cTot (ch. i. 2, ii. 9). Their salvation, therefore,

depends upon a divine election, which does not belong to time,

but is according to the nrpojvfoa-L'; Geov Trarpo^ (ch. i. 2), which, in

reference to the person of the Redeemer, is to be considered as
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existincj before the foundation of the world. This, election is

brou^'ht to bear by tlie calling (ver. 15) out of darkness into light

(cL iL 9). He who is thus called is also " begotten again

"

(cIl i. 3). Regeneration and continuous purification take place

through the Spirit (ver. 2) and the word of truth (ver. 22); and

by the power of God Christians are kept unto salvation (ver. 6),

and are completely strengthened (ch. v. 10). But Peter also

refers all appropriated salvation to Christ,—to the atonement and

purification through His blood (ch. i. 2, 18 f, ii. 24, iv. 1) ; to the

word of Christ, to which obedience is rendered (ch. i. 2, 11); to

the resurrection of Christ (ch. i. 3, 11, iii. 11), and His exaltation

to the right hand of God (ver. 22) ; to the completed manifestation

of Christ (cIl i 7, 13, v. 4) as the Judge (ch. iv. 5).

This appropriated salvation is not merely individual in its

nature, but on it is based the Christian fellcnvship (ch. ii. 4-10,

i. 22, il 1, iv. 8-11, v. 1-5). It has its objective cause in Christ,

the founder of a new life in common, fore-ordained by God, but

rejected by men,—the living corner-stone of a spiritual build-

ing (ch. ii. 4, 6). The subjective condition is therefore, primarily,

the fellowship with Christ as the founder of this coiuniunity of

life (ch. ii. 4), in faith in Him (vers. 6, 7). Out of their former

error and wandering, Christian.? have been led to Christ, the

" Shepherd and Bishop of their souls " (ch. ii. 25), being no longer

wanderers, but united to Christ's flock. The cornt^r-stone is the

foundation of a well-built edilice. Every one who connects him-

self with it is built into it as a living stone, in brotherly love

(ch. i. 22, iL 1, 17, iii. 8, iv. 8), and also in the conscientious

application of all the gifts of grace bestowed upon individuals for

mutual salvation and the glorification of God through Christ

(cIl iv. 10). Herein is likewise and specially included tlie

unselfish and willing ministry of the chiefs and teachers of the

community, as examples to the flock (ch. v. 1-4), and also the

ready subordination of the other members to these as elders, to

whom honour and oltedience are due (ch. v. 5). Any a-spir.ition

after " filthy lucre " is especially excluded (ver. 2) ; also any con-

stniincd ministry, as if a man were compelled to it against his

inward feelings. The expression iKKXrjaia is not to be found in

VtiUiv's Epi.stle.

In taking a retrospective glanro at Peter's teaching as to

salvation, wo find the subjective Cliristian life represented as a
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life of faith, hope, and love. When it is said that Paul is the

apostle of faith, John of love, and Peter of hope, nothing really-

decisive is thus laid down. Peter certainly sets forth hope with

special emphasis, but he bases it onfaith, and combines it with love.

In comparing Peter's teaching as to salvation with that of

James, it is evident that the profound and numerous references of

salvation to the Christology, and also the comprehensive relation

of the same to God the Father, the Spirit, and Christ, are to be

sought lor in vain in James. Also Peter's view of salvation as a

new moral life, and as a hope of salvation, or as the completed

salvation itself, is in part different from the way in which James
sets forth the same subject, although neither of these points is

altogether wanting. (1.) The future salvation is made by Peter

tlie subject of hope, and the more prominently from his taking

the latter as his starting-point in the consideration ot salvation

(ch. i. 3), and in his exhortations to a Christian life, takes it in

part as his basis (ch. i. 13 f.). The hope of salvation is not

placed so much in the foreground by James, although he makes
salvation the end of the promise and the heirship of the ^aaiXeia

(ch. i. 12, ii. 5), consequently also the subject of hope, in which

those that are sufiering take comfort (ch. i. 12), and those of low

degree attain dignity (ch. ii. 5, i. 1 0). (2.) Both by James and

Peter the new moral life is decidedly set forth ; also the new
birth is mentioned by both apostles, although James places it in

no very close relation to the new moral life, whilst Peter expressly

bases the latter on the new birth, and characterizes it as an

unfolding of the divine power of life implanted by the new birth,

and of the germ then ingrafted. This is a step in advance in the

development of doctrine. Peter also goes further, by placing the

new moral life in a closer relation to the person of Christ, namely,

as love to Him being invisible (ch. i. 8) ; as obedience to Him
(ch. i. 2); as following His example (ch. ii. 21-23, iii. 17, 18) ;

as the result of His atoning death and His resurrection (ch. ii.

24, iv. 1, 2, i. 2, 3, 18-21). James, indeed, derives good works

fiom faith, and impartial brotherly love from faith in the Lord

Jesus Christ ; but the maniiold relations of the new life to Christ

which Peter displays are wanting in James' Epistle. (3.) Lastly,

James mentions forgiveness of sins and justification,—ideas, the

first 01 which is certainly met with in Peter's discourses recorded

in the Acts, but is not explicitly set forth in the epistle (except
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80 far as ck iv. 8 may be thought to refer to it) ; the second,

liowc-ver, is never directly named by Peter. The atonement

through the sufferings and death of Christ, that is, through His

blood, is so prominently displayed by Peter, that this idea seems

to pervade the whole of his epistle ; but neither the atonement as

Christ's action, nor Christ's sufferings and death, are mentioned

by James. Also the fellowship in salvation is briefly, though in-

structively, set forth by I'eter, evidently with a purpose, though he

does not name the €KK\r]aia. Thus we see that Peter's teaching

as to salvation goes further than that of James.

Peter agrees with Fmil in respect to the doctrine of salvation,

—(1) in deriving subjective salvation from the dead and risen

Christ, and in a further reference of the same to God
; (2) in the

distinction between regeneration and sanctilication, and in tlie

basing of the latter on the former
; (3) in deriving the atone-

ment from the vicarious sufferings and death of Christ
; (4) in

alluding to the blessedness of heaven, and in setting forth the

hope of the same
; (5) in making faith the principal condition

for all salvation
; (6) in the description of Christian fellowship

;

—but all these doctrines, on account of tlie greater extent of his

writings, are usually more copiously developed by Paul. Paul

deals differently with the subject of the forgiveness of sins and

justification, by taking man's need of redemption as his base, and

enlarging on the inability of the law to free men from sin, and

tlie satisfaction of every need by Clu'ist as the Atoner, under the

condition of faith in Him. This mode of treatment involves a

much more amplified teaching, both as to salvation and sin, than

that of Peter.

v^ 08. Review of the Si/siem and Fusil ion of the Apostle Pdcr.

Peter's system presents essentially all that we have found in

James' Epistle; but we also notice an ample Chri.stologv', which is

ba,sed on the liistorical ajipearance of Christ, and an internal union

of this causality of salvation with salvation it.self But we also

notice the point at which Peter stop.s. We do not find any

didactic ex})lanation as to Christ being the dpxvjo^ Tf/^ i;&»»;? and

ti>e atoTt'ip. Peter gives an imjircssion of tlie jierson ol Christ,

which must be accounted as a characteristic of Christianity gene-

rally,— Christ is the object ol divine worship (ch. iv. 11, cf v. 11).

Lut Peter, like James, docs not enter into the question, "Why
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Christ should come ? " and " Wliy He should have so come ?

"

Peter^ nevertheless, sets forth essentially that Christ's appearance

is the fulfilment of prophecy ; and that this appearance is not only

necessary because it was predicted, but also, and expressly, because

it is grounded on the everlasting divine counsel. Both in Peter,

and also in James, the appearance of Christ will appear, to an

attentive reader, subjectively necessary, in virtue of man's need

of redemption, although this idea, the matter not being contro-

versially treated, is not expressly defined. The Petrine teaching,

therefore, falls short of the more developed apostolic doctrine.

(1.) That, in reference to the causality of salvation, the person of

Christ is not developed in detail. (2.) That, in the doctrine of

sin as the need for redemption, the principle of sin in man, -which

is the groundwork of all actual sin, is set forth and developed

by Paul ex 'profcsso, whilst by Peter it is rather presupposed.

(3.) That the doctrine of salvation is not, ex 'pvofcsso, represelited

in its full distinction from that which was presented under the

Old Testament dispensation. These points are of so weighty a

nature, that it is impossible to allow that the first Epistle of

Peter is wholly and solely Pauline,—an idea which, in modern

times, is rashly asserted. It is not a mere case of some points

omitted, but the standpoint is essentially different. In this

epistle the apostle does not go so far as, ex profcsso, to set forth

and develope the distinction between the Christian and Old Testa-

ment religions. Also, the opinion that the first Epistle of Peter

contains all of the Pauline system which had passed into the

Church, is not tenable. For in this case, as it is still presup-

posed that an important difference existed between Peter and

Paul, it is inexplicable why this epistle should have been from

the very first accepted as Petrine.

The teaching of the first Epistle of Peter agrees completely

with the historical position of the Apostle Peter. To him the

task fell of being the first to bear testimony to Christ's appear-

ance, and of founding the Christian community. For this purpose

a teaching like that of James would not have been fitted. The

testimony of Christ's personal appearance must first be accepted,

and on the standpoint of the old covenant it must be shown that

the prophecy of the latter was fulfilled in Jesus Christ ; and then

only could the peculiar framework of Christianity find a place.

The Church at Jerusalem was at first the metropolis of Jewish
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Christianity, whilst that of the Gentile converts was formed at

Antioch ; but if we regard its foundation, we must look upon the

former as the mother Church of the whole of Christendom. It

was not Peter's desire to establish a national Church among the

Jews. It was tlierefore soon necessary for liim to come in contact

with the Gentiles (Acts x.) ; and we tind him assuming a position

more adapted to the Gentile Christians than that of James. His

teaching is of the same character. The person of Christ as the

Lord and Prince of life is placed in relation to the whole of man-

kind in its simultaneous and successive totality ; but yet the dis-

tinction between Christianity and the old covenant is not expressly

set forth, the former being chiefly considered as the fullilment of

Old Testament prophecy.

§ 69. Comparison oj the Pdrinc Si/stem with the Gospels of

Matthew and Mark.

In our comparison of James' system of doctrine with the Gospel

of Matthew, we have seen that the purport of the former's epistle

is essentially allied to the Sermon on the ISIount ; but we also

recognised that another side of the question is displayed by

Matthew, namely, the fulfilment of prophecy in Christ and His

work. "We are thus led beyond James' sphere of teaching into

that of Peter. The appearance of the ^lessiah, as set forth in the

Petrine system, calls to mind Matthew's handling of the subject,

and more especially in the mode in which that appearance is re-

ferred back to prophecy, witliout, indeed, entering into any details

as to the inner nature of the person of Christ, altliough a very high

idea of the latter may be gatliered from certain expressions.

The Gospel of Mark, however, corresjwnds in some respects

still more closely to the Petrine system of teaching. Of tlie his-

torical apixiarance and persoh of Christ Peter says nothing, but

tiiat He liad been chosen by God from all eternity, and that He
was therefore the subject of prophecy. Matthew gives an account

of the supernatural birth of Jesus ; but Mark commences with the

Messianic a])pearanco of the Lord, and the announcement of Him
])y the I>a])tist as His prophetic liarbingcr. The beginning of the

Messianic work of salvation is the ])ublic appearance of the Lord,

and Peter (Acts 121 f) thus describes the extent of tlie apos-

tolic b'stimony. Mark, therefore, gives no account of the ]>erson

of Christ which goes buck beyond His baptism by John. On tlio
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other hand, he follows out the Messianic progress np to the

exaltation of Christ to heaven (Mark xvi. 19),—a fact which

Mlatthew has not received into his gospel. But Peter also'follows

out the Messianic course to this point (1 Pet. iii. 22). Also

Christ's deep humiliation in His sufferings and death, which are

prominently displayed by Peter, is historically set forth by Mark

as an atonement for men, the Lord's words corroborating the

same. In this, too, Mark's customary brevity assumes a wonder-

ful amplification.

§70, Comparison of Peter s System of Doctrine, with the Second

Epistle of Peter.

The standpoint in this epistle is, generally speaking, the same

as Peter's generally,—Christianity being looked upon as the ful-

filment of Old Testament prophecy (ch. i. 19-21
; cf. 1 Pet. i.

10-12). The author of this epistle, who describes himself as hav-

ing already addressed these readers to whom he again writes, well

knowing that the putting off of his earthly tabernacle is at hand,

as had been shown him by the Lord Jesus Christ, appeals to his

own experience of the power and presence of the Lord, as an eye-

witness of His glory and majesty (ch. i. 16), mentioning the fact

of the glorification of Christ, and the heavenly voice accompanying

it (Matt, xvii, 5), He further says (ver. 19) that, in virtue of

this experience, we have in the words of prophecy something even

the more sure. Christians, therefore, through the historical life

oi Christ and the apostolical testimony as to it, have in the words

of the Old Testament a confirmed prophecy, in taking heed of

which they do well, as of a light shining in darkness until the

day-star arise in their hearts in Christ's kingdom. Because pro-

phecy is of divine and not of human origin, and has proceeded

from the Holy Ghost (ver. 21), its interpretation is not to be the

private w^ork of man (ver. 20); but to "the holy men of God,

who spake as they were moved by the Holy Ghost," are con-

trasted false prophets under both the old and new covenants. In

this epistle, how^ever, they are spoken of as future, whilst Jude

depicts them as already existing, and alludes to the judgment

impending on them. Therefore the readers are to take warning,

and to be mindful of Old Testament prophecy and the apostolic

words (ch. iii. 1 ff.), not desponding if Christ's coming were de-

layed. Thus the second Epistle of Peter also looks upon Chris-
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ti;inity as the fulfilment of Old Testament prophecy, without any

detailed distinction between the old and new covenants being

closely entered into.

With regard to the particular doctrines expressed in this

epistle, abundant motives are derived from the Christology and

the doctrine of salvation, both of which also exercise an influ-

ence on the mode in which the idea of God is dealt with.

The epistle makes copious mention of the person of Christ. He
is everywhere Jesus Christ, through whom all salvation is to fall

to the lot of man. He is acoTi^p (ch. i. 1), KvpLo<i rjfiwv (ch. i. 2,

8, 16), Kvpio<i Kal acoTijp (ch. ii. 20, iiL 18). His exaltation

and His power are spoken of, in reference, indeed, to His earthly

life and His /ieyaXetor?;? (ch. i. 16 f.). He has an "everlasting

kingdom" (ver. 11), and His future appearance and the judgment

whicii He will hold are specially set forth (ch. iii. 4-13). The ex-

pressions used are Trapouaia (ver. 4) and rj/iepa Kvpiov (ver. 10).

This appearance is to be distinguished from the irapovaia men-

tioned in ch. i. 16 (His presence during His life on earth); in

ch. iii. 12 it is more distinctly defined as the irapovaia Tr;<? toD

Qeov Tj/iepa^. This Christ is so exalted, that to Him the divine

doxology is ascribed (eh. iii. 18, where there is no possibility of

doubt that avToj refers to Christ). Indeed, there is one passage in

this epistle (ch. i. 1), where, according to grammar, it must be de-

citU'd that Christ is called God, if the grammatical position of the

article be coirect. But we have no right to assume tiiis ; for in

ver. 2 0eo<f and 'Ir)<jov<i are again placed in juxtaposition, and in

other places the position of the article is not quite exact. Never-

tiiele.ss, the way in whicli Christ is spoken of sufficiently shows

that He is altogether looked upon as a subject of veneration and

worship. But this e})istle does not go into the question of the

])re-existent Christ and His relation to (lod. So far the Christo-

logy is similar to that in the first epistle, althougli one difiference

inav be rccogni.scd. In the second ('j)i.stle the glorification on the

Mount is mentioned (ch. i. 18) as an anticipation of the heavenly

glorification. On the other hand, tht; second epi.stle takes no

si)erial notice of the sufferings and dealh of Christ ; only in ch.

ii. 1 there is an allusion to tlu; atonmient {tov uyvpdaai'Ta ainov^

BecnroTtjv).

The tmrhing as to snlvntinn ^xTvadt's tlie wIidIc epistle. Salva-

tion is designated as to. tt/jo? t^(oi)v kui ti'at/iua*' (ch. L 3). But
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the most pregnant expression among many in the New Testament

is, that Christians are deiwi kokvcjvoI ^ucrew? (oh. i. 4). We are

thus led back to Jesus' conversation with Nicodemus recorded by

John. We also learn that everything is given to us by His

divine power (ver. 3). Salvation also comprises "purification fronn

former sins (ch. i. 9), which presupposes forgiveness, and includes

justification, and is also the perfecting for the entry into Christ's

everlasting kingdom (ver. 11), to which an entry shall be " abun-

dantly ministered." This salvation depends on the divine power,

and on the BiKaLoavpr) of God and our Saviour Jesus Christ (ch.

i. 1). ALKaLoavvT) is the righteous conduct of God in His covenant-

relation, presupposing the atonement and the new covenant. This

salvation has an ohjedive and a suhjedive condition. The former

is the K\i)ai<i Kal eKkcyr) qfiwv (ch. i. 10, 3). It is God who,

after He has chosen men, calls them to this salvation ; but this

calling and election must be made sure by man (ver. 10) by

certain subjective conditions. Among these faith is named (ch.

i. 1), where the faith is probably primarily objective, although a

subjective faith is also presupposed. In ver. 5 faith appears as

the root of all Christian life ; and in this faith man is to show

forth virtue and the whole system of spontaneous morality, which

cannot exist except it is rooted in faith. From this proceeds

knowledge, out of which grow the further branches of the Chris-

tian apert], both negative and positive, first in reference to the

subject's relation to God, and then to his relation to the brethren.

laith, therefore, is made the root of the appropriation ''f salvation.

But in this epistle eTrlyvaaa (also <yvw(TL^) is specially named, and

faith falls somewhat into the background. The knowledge of God

is mentioned (ch. i. 3), and of Jesus the Lord (ver. 2) ; also the

knowledge ol Jesus Christ our Lord (ver. 8, ii. 20, cf i. 5, 6, iii.

1 8). In this connection r^^vwai,^ is not merely a partial theoretical

knowledge. But in the first epistle we do not find this prominence

given to 7i'wo-i9 and iirlyvfoai^. A twofold point, also, which was

set forth in the first epistle, holds in the second a subordinate

position, the atonement (doubtless hinted at in ch. i. 8, ii. 1, but

only presupposed) and regeneration. On the other hand (because

the irapnvaia and future judgment are so fully entered into), the

idea of the renewal of the world is included in that of salvation

(ch. iii. 10-13), in which the world will become one "in which

dwelleth righteousness" (ver. 13).
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The t<?aclung as to the person of Christ and as to salvation

reverts back to the teaching as to God, because God is considered

as the origin of all salvation. God is our God (ch. l 1), and God
tlie Father in reference to Jesus Christ (ver. 1 7), who has so called

us that in His calling His glory and virtue chiefly appear. In con-

nection with Christ's second appearance, God's judgment is brought

forward (ch. iii. 12), and the renewal as well as the creation and

destruction of the world " by the word of God" (vers. 5-7). Tlie

mention of the Holy Spirit in this epistle is confined to the Spirit

which moved in the holy men of God, the prophets, without

naming the intervention of Christ. The Holy Spirit is not

spoken of in His relation to faithful believers,—a subject copiously

dwelt \ipon in the first epistle. Salvation is, however, described

as a participation in the divine nature.

Generally speaking, therefore, the didactic purport of tliis epistle

assumes the same standpoint as that of the first epistle, and of

Peter's discourses in the Acts. In points of detail a difference is

]»erceptible ; and to some extent an Alexandrine colouring is evi-

dent, owing to wliicli it may be said to occupy a middle position

between the Petrine and Johannean systems. Criticism, therefore,

must direct its investigation to the point wliothcr and how far

these differences may be explained by the diversity of the date,

tlie circumstances, the position of the readers, the inducement for

wTiting, and the aim, or if anotlier author must necessarily be

assumed. It is, however, beyond doubt tliat the didactic purport

of the epistle is excellent to a high degree,—a fact which must

render any prudent criticism all the more circumspect

^71. Conclusion to he drawn from this Section.

The result of our previous considerations must be that the

doctrinal ideas whii;h form the first fundamental shape of the

apostolic teaching are an actual organic doctrinal system, and tliat,

within tlieir prescribed limits, nothing is omitted in setting forth

the ciiaracteristic nature ol Christianity. I»ut, in si)eaking of an
" organic doctrinal system," we do not intend that the schemes

of teacliing so far developed form a complete sy.stem of Christian

doctrine, only that every scheme of teaching is an organic whole,

with an internal unity and ammgement, in opposition to the

view that there is nothing in each but a mere aggregate of

doctrinal opinions and assertions However much the systems of
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James and Peter may be looked upon as incomplete representa-

tions of Christian doctrine, each nevertheless constitutes a whole,

in which a iandamental view of Christianity is set forth to which

every separate element of doctrine is suitable. Taking this as

the indisputable result of our previous considerations, a very

favourable light is thus thrown on the personality of the authors,

who had appropriated Christianity simply as a living organic

whole.

>-

II. THE SECOND EOEM OF APOSTOLIC TEACHING;

OR, CHRISTIANITY IN ITS DISTINCTION FROM THE OLD TESTAMENT.

I. APOSTOLIC TEACHING ACCORDING TO PAUL.

S 72. Our Sources of Information as to Paul's Tcacliing.

From these sources we must exclude the Epistle to the Hebrews,

wdiich does not bear the apostle's name at the commencement, and,

generally, is deficient in the style peculiar to the apostle. Its

author, also, nowhere gives any intimation of being the Apostle

Paul, but, on the contrary, appears to describe himself in ch.

ii. 3 as a disciple of the apostles. The opinion as to its Pauline

origin met, therefore, with much opposition even in ancient times.

Whether its antiquity goes back to a date before the destruction

of Jerusalem is doubtful ; but, at all events, it is made use of by

Clement of Ptome in his first Epistle to the Corinthians. The

Western Church, however, did not recognise it as Paul's. The

Alexandrian recognised the purport, but not the language, as Paul's
;

whilst the Syrian Church received it into their canon ; and in the

Greek Church, after the middle of the third century, its Pauline'

origin was generally acknowledged. Eusebius is aware of the

previous doubts, and pronounces it to be Paul's, having been

translated from the Hebrew by one of the apostle's disciples ; but

he cannot appeal to any historical testimony in favour of the

latter fact. Looking at this uncertainty in ecclesiastical tradition,

criticism must base its decision on internal grounds. But the

internal grounds are not favourable to a direct Pauline authorship,

notwithstanding the peculiar force, depth, and excellence of the

whole contents. •

20
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In excliuling tlu3 epistle, we must, on the other hand, deny

that there is any suthcient reason for banishiu;:j from the number

of the genuine Pauline epistles any one of the thirteen which bear

tlie apostle's name. In tlie ancient Church all were recognised as

I'auline without contradiction, although apostolical authority has

been denied them by opponents of the Apostle PauL Modern

criticism holds as undeniably genuine the Epistle to the Galatians,

the two Epistles to the Corintliians, and tiiat to the Pomans ; and

happily these are tlie very epistles which are of the highest

im})(jrtance as regards their doctrinal matter. The two last

cliai)ters of the Epistle to the Pomans have, however, been

questioned. The substance of the epistle remains unaffected by

this, but tlie doubts themselves have met with the most decided

opposition. The nine other epistles have aU been attacked by

modern criticism.

The Pastoral Epistles have been the most assailed, especially

the first Epistle to Timothy by Schleiermacher, who pronounces

it to be a compilation from the second Epistle to Timothy and

that to Titus. Eichhorn has sought to impugn the genuineness of

all three epistles ; and De Wette shared his doubts, looking upon

the first epistle as most decidedly a compilation. Schott holds

Luke to be their author. Credner looks upon the Epistle to Titus

as genuine, and believes that the second Epistle to Timothy is

based upon two genuine epistles of Paul, which had been altered

by an author who also composed the first Epistle to Timothy.

The arguments against the genuineness are mostly concerned with

the language and style, and the materials are merely of a negative

kind ; and an endeavour has been made to show that certain cir-

cumstances do not harmonize with the time of Paul.

Three only of the rest of the epistles—the second to the The.s-

.salonians, and those to the Ejihesians and Colossians—were at-

tacked in early times. The genuineness of the second Epistle t<>

the Thcs.saloniaus has been assailed, jmrtly on account of its rela-

tion to the first epistle, and ])aitly on account of its teaching as

to Antichrist, by E. Chr. Schmidt and liy De "Wetto (with the

concession that there were no really adeipiate grounds, and that

the contents of the epistle were excellent) ; also l>y Kern {Tuhiiuf.

ZciUclir. 1831), ii.), in opposition to whom Pelt and J)e Wetto

HMhsr'fpK'ntly maintiiin«'d its gcnuiiHMiess. The Epistle to tho

Ephesian.'i hua also been inipngnrd, uu account of certain feutures
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which cause surprise both in their own nature and their relation

to the Epistle to the Colossians. Thereon De Wette has based

his doubts as to its genuineness, in which doubts Usteri agrees, in

his development of the Pauline system. De Wette is, however,

bound to confess that there are no adequate grounds for rejecting

this epistle, which has been acknowledged as genuine by the unani-

mous voice of antiquity, and contains so much that is fully worthy

of the apostle, and could hardly have been expected from any imi-

tators. All the commentaries of modern times have maintained the

genuineness of this epistle, in opposition to De Wette, who, how-

ever, in his commentary, has held fast to his opinion. The Epistle

to the Colossians has been attacked by Meyerhoff, and has found

defenders in Huther and De Wette. These three epistles, and, in

addition, the three others, have been called in question by criticism

in Baur's Pauliis and Schwegler's Nacliayostolisclun Zcitaltcr. The

question depends on internal grounds, and, on the whole, has met
with but little support ; so that we are not justified in excluding

these epistles from our sources of information as to Paul's doctrinal

system.

As regards the relation which these cinstlcs hear to the Pauline

teaching, their importance depends on their authenticity and their

richness in doctrinal matter. Happily, as before remarked, the

most important in the one point are also the most important in

the other. These four must, therefore, form the groundwork of

our consideration ; but each of the others which follow them are

also well fitted to add their contribution to the sum of Pauline

teaching. Looking at the rapid development of the Christian

Church in the earliest ages, as well as the variability of the apostle's

mind, and the energy with which he withstood any unchristian

modification of Christian doctrine, it is but natural that into the

later epistles certain doctrinal statements have found their way
which do not exist in the earlier writings. We shall, however,

have to call attention to the point that these later definitions of

doctrine result almost necessarily from the earlier ones, so soon

as there was any occasion to throw a light upon the latter from

a tresh point of view. But in all this the apostle has not altered

his dogmatical views. Less in him than in any one are the doctrines

of Christianity an aggregate of formuloe : they are, on the contrary,

an organic whole, which, in the course of time, and according

to circumstances, becomes more and more developed. We shall
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therefore bo compelled to keep apart the earlier and later epistles,

calling attention to tlie points where any important difference

exists between them.

This division of the epistles, according to their date, has a

special interest as far as biblical theology is concerned, on account

of the course of development to be observed in the teaching con-

tained in them.

In the first jdace, we have those written before the long-pro-

tracted imprisonment of the apostle. The earliest are the two

Epistles to the Thessalonians written from Corinth (cf. Acts xviil

1-18); next, the Epistle to the Galatians, written most probably

from Ephesus after the apostle had visited the earlier-founded

churches (Acts xviii. 23), and had sojourned two years in Ephesus

(Acts xix. 1). The first Epistle to the Corinthians was like\vise

written from Ephesus towards the end of his stay there (1 Cor.

xvL 8-10; Acts xix.. 21 f.). The second Epistle to the Corin-

thians was written about half a year later from Macedonia, before

his three months' sojourn in Achaia (Acts xx. 3). At this time

also must be placed the Epistle to the IJomans, written in Corinth

during the apostle's second visit to this city (Acts xx. 2 f. ; IJom.

XVL 1, 23), shortly before his last journey to Syria and Jerusalem

(Rom. XV. 25 ff. ; Acts xx. 3).

Next, we have the epistles ^vlitten during the apostle's imprison-

ment. Paul was two years a captive in Ca>sarea, and spent half

a year in his journey to IJome, and at least two years in captivity

there. This imprisonment naturally forms an epoch in Pauls

apostolic ministry. Even in Ca^sarea his friends and disciples

liad access to the imprisoned apostle ; and in Home he was per-

mitted to dwell in his own hired house (although fettered and

kept by a soldier), and to receive a large number of visitors (Acts

x.xviii. 30 f.). We have a number of epistles which must be dated

during this time ; viz. the Epistle to the Ejiliesians, the Colossians,

and to Philemon, and, somewhat later, the E]iistle to the Philiiipians.

These four were most probul)ly written at liome.

Tlie dates of tlie three Pastoral Ej)istles cannot Ikj fixed with

the same degree of certainty. Many j>lare them after the apostle's

imprisonment, as the epistles a.ssumc a liberation, and tiien an in-

t<Tval of time, and, finally, a second ca]ilivily, ending with martyr-

dom. Others look for the date of all three epistles, or, at least, of

the first to Tiniolliy and that to Titus, in that period of the apostle's
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life whicli is related in the Acts. At all events, the second Epistle

to Timothy expressly claims to have been \vritten during a cap-

tivity in Eome, in a position which the apostle considers perilous.

In figurinfj to ourselves the motive which induced the writing

of these epistles, we find in most of them indications of the exist-

ence of certain antagonistic views, in opposing which the apostle

is led to consider various topics.

There were certain errors as to Christs second aj)'pmrance, (namely,

that it was immediately impending) against which the apostle con-

tended in the Church of Thessalonica. This idea was at first to

some extent local ; but another line oi error was more deeply

grounded, and therefore more widely spread.

This consisted of Judaizing opinions of a Pharisaical tendency.

Against this legal bent Paul had to contend aU his life long, not

only against the zealots who operated against his teaching within

the Church itself, but also against the unbelieving Jews who were

stirred up against Paul, because in his treatment of the gospel

they found the harshest opposition to their own nationality. These

feelings, indeed, led to his captivity. Most of the apostle's prin-

cipal epistles touch upon this line of en-or. They vindicate both

the teaching of the apostle and also Paul's apostolic authority (the

Epistle to the Galatians; cf. also Phil. iii. 4-6); or the Pauline

doctrine of salvation, as independent of the Mosaic law, is laid

down and developed in opposition to a legal standpoint within

Christianity itself (the Epistle to the Eomans) ; or the apostolic

authority of Paul is vindicated against more or less hostile op-

ponents (the two Epistles to the Corinthians, which, however, are

rich in other doctrinal matter). Among the epistles written to

oppose the Pharisaical legal tendency, the chief is the Epistle to

the Eomans, which almost exclusively deals with the opposition to

the Pauline doctrine that salvation is independent of the law of

Moses. The rest of the epistles bring forward other points which

are subjected to controversy and discussion.

There is another standpoint which is combated in some of the

later epistles,—a theosophical or gnostic tendency manifested in

the gradual development of the churches, which tendency asserted

itseK in Asia Minor towards the latter end of Paul's career.

We find this opposition in the Epistles to the Colossians and

Ephesians, which take a prevailing Christological standpoint, and

also in the three Pastoral Epistles, which, however, take special
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notice of the then existing circumstances of the churches to which

they are addressed.

As regards Paul's discourses in the Acts of the Apostles, from

ch. xiii. onwards there are many noteworthy utterances recorded,

addressed to Jews, Gentiles, and Christians. We may notice that

the contents of these discourses dovetail exactly into the Pauline

system as known from the epistles, and that especially the address

to the Jews, in Acts xiii. IG—41, contains characteristic Pauline

features. Therefore there is no foundation for the assertion, that

in the Acts of the Apostles Paul speaks in the same way as

Peter, and Peter as I'aul. These discourses afford no ground for

doubting their historical authenticity, for the author evidently had

full acquaintance witli the apostle and his ministry. In com-

parison with the opulence of direct testimony which we possess in

the epistles, these discourses, which come to us, so to speak, at

second hand, are of subordinate value. They are not, liowever,

without special interest, because, unlike the epistles, they are

mostly addressed to non-Christians. Although in them the apostle

expresses his opinions with great moderation, his fundamental

views are nevertheless made evident, not only in reference to

universality, but also as regards salvation being independent of

the law (Acts xiii. lG-47). Also, the mode is noteworthy in

wliich Paul sets forth Christianity in the presence of idolaters

(Acts xiv., xvil), where the pregnant germ is contained of that

which he so beautifully expresses in Pom. i., ii., which, too, has

been called his natural theology.

S 73. PauVs Conception of Christianity generally.

Paul recognises it as his apostolical task to set forth sah'ation

in Christ in its independence of the law. In 1 Cor. i. 24 (cf ch.

ii.) he characterizes Christianity as the power and wisdom of God,

in contrast to that which is sought after by the Jews and Greeks,

and is not found in Christianity. In this passage it is only con-

tra.sted with that which the Jews seek, and not with the old

covenant per se. But still the meaning of the apostle is plain,

and is more precisely defined by other matter.

The apostle does not confine liimsclf to the abstract idea (1 Cor.

i. 18, 24, 25) of Christianity as the power of God, but more

closely (h^fines it as the manifestation of the BiKatoa-vvrj Seov,

independent of the law, and resting on faith on Josus Christ in



DIV. II. § 73.1 PAUL—CONCEPTION OF CHRISTIANITY GRNERAT.LY. 423

the case of all, without distinction. This is the case in the

Epistle to the Romans, of which this subject is the theme. The
apostle also looks upon Christianity as the Bvvafii<i &eov unto

salvation to every one that believeth (Eom. i. 16); and this pre-

liminary corresponds with the X0709 hwdjievo^ awaat rca -yjrv^a'i

of James (Jas. i. 21 ; cf 1 Pet. i. 23-25); but in this passage

universality is stated to be the characteristic of Christianity

(cf. Eom. i. 16 f, iii. 21 f.; 2 Cor. iii. 9, v. 17-21
; Gal. ii. 21).

The hLkaLoatvq before God, and of God, is actually revealed in

the gospel, which not only teaches it, but realizes it. By its

realization men are made conscious of it ; so that faith is not only

the condition requisite for the realization and bringing to man's

consciousness of the BiKacoavvT}, but is always the condition under

which the BiKaLoavvrj is present. In Eom. iii. 21 f that which

was the theme in ch. i. 17 is manifested %ci)/>t9 vo/xov. x\lso, in

1 Cor. i. 30 it is said that Christ is made our ScKaioavvr]. In

2 Cor. iii. 9, v. 21, SiKatoavvr] is mentioned chiefly as the essential

matter in salvation. Also, in the Epistle to the Galatians this

fundamental idea of BiKaioavvr) and BiKaicodijvac is displayed

(GaL ii. 16, 17, 21), and they are represented as a peculiar effect

of the death of Christ.

Christianity is also the Spirit ivliich gives life, in contrast to the

letter which killeth (2 Cor. iii. 6-9). The apostle characterizes

the old covenant as a dead letter (ver. 6),—that is, a law external

to man, which accuses man by means of his conscience, without

urging, quickening, or ruling him, and can therefore condemn

man as opposing its rule, although unable to render him con-

formable to this rule. The law is described as condemnatory,

and but temporary in its endurance. On the contrary, Paul de-

scribes the new covenant (1) as giving life (ver. 6),—that is,

as a power which is not only living but quickening, and com-

municates to man a new life
; (2) as justifying and realizing the

SiKaioavvt] (ver. 9) ; and (3) as abiding (ver. 11; cf Eom. vii. 6).

In Eom. viii. 2 we find a briefly expressed antithesis : Christianity

is vofxo<; rov 7rvevfiaTo<i r^? ^o)rj<; iv Xpiaroi 'Irjaov. This vofMO<i

frees from the law of sin and death. Two vofxoc are placed in

juxtaposition, under one of which sin and death had been the

ruling power ; but in the fellowship with Christ Jesus the Spirit

which gives life from and in God has become the ruling power.

The law of sin and death is not directly the law of the Old
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Testament, for the law is in itself holy and good (ch. vii. 12).

The law of sin and death is rather to be taken subjectively as

something inherent in man (ch. vii. 23, 25). The life-giving

Spirit is the Spirit of God, the objective divine Spirit, so far as

He abides in believers (ch. viii. 9-11), qnickening them (ver. 10)

and guiding them (ver. 14). This Spirit of God is represented

by Paul as a v6fio<i, for the sake of the contrast with, in the first

place, the i/o/io? a^apTta<i in man, and next, with the Old Testa-

ment law, which was in no way able to remove the power of

ufiapTia and ddvaro^, to which man was subject so long as he was

under the law. That which was impossible for the law has been

effected by the redemption of Christ (ver. 3). Christianity brings

witli it the life-giving Spirit, which is possessed by every one

believing in the gospel (Rom. viL 6 ; Gal. iiL 2-5, iv. 6). Chris-

tians are sealed in Christ with the Holy Spirit of promise, as the

earnest of tlie everlasting inheritance, which includes the complete

redemption (Eph. i. 13 f.). And it is also peculiar to Christianity

that, by the death of Clirist, Jews and Gentiles, united in one

Spirit, have access to the Father (Eph. ii. 18). Christianity

gives this quickening Spirit, inasmuch as it is an actual mani-

festation of tlic ScKaioavin) Qeou (2 Cor. iii. 9 ; Gal. iii. 21 f) ; it

frees from the curse and yoke of sin (GaL iii. 13). The two

ideas—the BiKaioavvt) Geov and the quickening by the Spirit—are

of necessity inwardly connected. In stating that Christianity is

the power of God, Paul understands by this, that man, through

Clnistianity, is made a partaker of salvation by receiving the

SiKaioavin] Geov and true life.

Tiie Apostle Paid also looks upon Christianity as the wisdom of

God (in the first Epistle to the Corinthians); it is the manifestation

of the all-wise divine counsel for the salvation of men (1 Cor. ii.

7-12). For this very reason it is wise in its substance, in which

absolute and divine wisdom are revealed, and makes wise him

who ])elieves th(>rein, teaching him to vi(>w in the riglit and

divine liglit the relation of man to God,—indeed, the ndation of

the entire world to God, and of God to the world,—and showing

the true way of salvation both to individuals and all mankind.

I'aul looks upon Christianity as tin; wisdom of (Jod, becjiuse it

is wi.sdom wliich is sought after by the Corinthians as Greek.s

(1 ('or. i. 22), who could not n^gard Christianity as wisdom,

allliuugh, when tiiuy hud actually atUiined iaith in the aanni, they
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would in truth recognise it as the genuine wisdom of God. This

wisdom is contrasted with mere human wisdom, and is involved,

iv fj,va-T7)pi(p, in the divine counsel of grace, which was before

unknown, but revealed through Christ, and is hidden from the

dp^ovTa Tov al(ovo<i rovrov (ch. ii. 8, 9), but is revealed to Chris-

tians by the Spirit of God (ver. 12). Paul, however, takes this

point of view not only in the first Epistle to the Corinthians, but

also in those to the Ephesians and Colossians, in which the apostle

had to do with people who opposed him with the assumption of

some higher wisdom, connected, indeed, with the gnostic tendency

of thought, which, towards the end of Paul's career, was prevalent

in Asia Minor. This is why Paul so prominently and expressly

sets forth the wisdom in Christ. In Christianity are all the hidden

things of wisdom and knowledge which were at first concealed,

but so concealed that they are revealed to believers (Col. ii. 3,

cf. ver. 8). Eph. iiL 8-11 leads to the same idea; and in the

same way 1 Cor. ii. 7-12, with special regard to God's counsel of

redemption embracing all men, even the Gentiles ; likewise Eom.

XL 33-36. Christianity is the wisdom of God because it is the

power of God, because it possesses quickening and justifying power

for sinners, and because it leads men to salvation in a way which

could be devised by no man,—depending solely on the wisdom of

the eternal counsel of God.

All that we have hitherto seen of Paul's assertions as to Chris-

tianity, that it was the wisdom and power of God, is so, inas-

much as Christ HimseK is Qeov Buvafii<; koI @eov aotpia (1 Cor.

i. 24). Christ is the living principle of Christianity, to whom
these predicates belong (2 Cor. iii 17 f. ; 1 Cor. xv. 45). Paul,

therefore, in describing his own conversion and enlightenment,

states that God had revealed His Son in him (Gal. i. 16).

Believers have not merely to do with an external word, although

faith is, of course, brought about by the ukot] 'Tricrreta (Gal. iii. 2) ;

man becomes a partaker in faith through the living Christ (Gal.

ii. 20), in whom the believer has righteousness (ver. 21). If any

man have not the Spirit of Christ, he is none of His (Eom. viii. 9).

By the atonement of Christ all things have become new, so that

whosoever is in Him is a new creature (2 Cor. v. 17). The

participation in Christianity includes the being conformed to the

image of Jesus Christ, so that the Christian becomes the first-born

among many brethren (Eom. viii. 29). In dwelling upon tha
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person of Cluist, there are two points which Paul chioflv sets

I'oith, by which we are led back to the mode of his calling

:

(1) The idea of Clirist as the Son of God, by whom men are

made the children of God, doinc; away witli the letter of the law
;

and (2) the idea of Christ as the divine principle of life by whom
men are quickened anew.

Thus, in Cliristianity, something new is presented which was

not contained in the law (Kom. viii. 3), and was not, indeed,

comprised in the common life which sprung from the first man
(Rom- V. 12 ff. ; 1 Cor. xv. 45). There exists, therefore, a contrast

hctwccn Christianitjf and the pre-Christian state of man, both in and

outside tlie law. Everything that was contained in the Old Testa-

ment dispensation belongs to the cnoi-)(e'la tov k6<t^iov (Gal. iv.

1-5; Col. iL 20): the Jews, just as the Gentiles, were children

of wrath (Eph. ii. 3).

The further Paul enters into the distinction between Chris-

tianity and the old covenant, the more clearly is represented tlie

connection between the two.

This positive relation is generally expressed by the statement

that the promises of the old covenant are fiiKillod in Christ They

are in Him yea and amen, i.e. affirmed and represented in their

truth (2 Cor. i. 20). The gospel of God is promised in the old

covenant (Rom. i 2). AVhen, therefore, in contrasting Chris-

tianity with the old covenant, Paul says that man is justified by

the gospel, ')(U)p\<; vofiov (Rom. iii. 21), it is not to be understood

that the law had had no reference to the gospel and to that whioli

it gives, but tliat the latter can be received by the individual in-

dependently of the law. But the apostle also gives more special

statements as to this positive relation existing between the gospel

and the old covenant. That wliich in the gospel is presented as

the main point, was in part intimated or announced in the Old

Testament, and in part prejiared for.

This main point is in Paul the hiKaioavin} eV TriaTeM<;, which is

manifested through the gospel, and is witnessed by the law and

the propliets (Horn. iii. 21), consecpiently liy tlie old covenant in

botli its sides. A righteousness of faith is b(tth generally acknow-

ledged in it (Rom. i. 17; Gal. iii. 11), and also jtre-eniinrntly

ascribed to Abraham as the first, and therefore most distinguished,

partiikcr in the covenant (Rom. iv. 3 ; (Jal. iii. 6). The promise

was given to Abraham, with a glance at the future justification
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of tlie Gentiles by faith (Gal. iii. 7-9, 14-18, 29; Eom. iv.

23 £).

Also, the law had an educational aim to prepare for Christ as

the author of righteousness of faith (Gal. iii. 19-25, iv. 1-G)
;

for the lavr was intended to develope in man both a conscious-

ness of sin and also the need of redemption (Gal. iii. 19, 22
;

Eom. iii. 20, v. 20),—the law being a TraiSaycoyo^ et? Xpicrrov

(Gal. iii. 24) for the world, which is still in its nonage, and under

tutors and governors (Gal. iv. 1 f ). Thus the law, because it

developes in man the consciousness of sin, is the divine ordinance

of preparation for Christ. Also, on the other hand, prophecy and

the typical prophetic history of the old covenant contained a pre-

signification of the way of salvation which would be opened

through Christ (Gal. iv. 22 ff. ; 1 Cor. x. 1 ff).

Again, Christ, and the relation of God to man which was

founded by Him, is prefigured by the statutory law as by a

shadow, i.e. the incomplete unsubstantial image of the future

(Col. ii. 17; cf. Heb. x. 1); and that which is prefigured is

realized by the appearance of Christ, and by His work.

Also, eternal life is promised in the old covenant (Tit. i. 2).

Men will receive it through the truth in Christ ; and it is in this

passage the subject of hope.

Thus, that which is the main point in the new covenant is

in the old covenant partly intimated and partly prepared for
;

and Paul may be fully assumed to teach the existence of a con-

nection between the old covenant and the new, but by no means

that any one desiring to receive the gospel must first partake in

the old covenant.

Even in the passages we have hitherto considered, the charac-

teristics of the Pauline teaching may be discerned. Paul goes

back to the principle more than either Peter or James. He can-

not, with James, limit himself to the acknowledgment that Chris-

tianity is the perfect law of liberty, but is compelled to show how
Christianity produces something different from the effects of the

old law. He shows that the Old Testament law has failed to

produce BtKaioa-vvij, and why this is the case ; also, that that

which was impossible for the law has been brought about through

Christ. He is therefore obliged to enlarge upon, not only the

actual sin of the Jews, but also upon the root of actual sin and

the general sinfulness of man. Thus, from Paul's standpoint, we
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are led to expect from liim a system of teacliing as to siu much
more developed in its diameter than that of James and Peter.

He was also compelled to dwell upon the positive eflects of Chris-

tianity in all their peculiarity, and therefore on the peculiar

nature of Christ. Not only must he set forth the whole work of

Christ, and the various phases of His historical appearance, he

must also revert to the nature of Christ's person, and show that

in Him abode that very life-giving power which was wanting in

the law, and that this power ot giving new life resided only in

Christ.

It must be evident that these opinions of Paul had an his-

torical foundation (cf ^5 40). Both before and after his conver-

sion Paul sought for SiKaioavvr) before God. But the difference

was, that at first he souglit it fruitlessly, but had now found it

;

that he had before souglit it in the law, but had now found it in

faith in Jesus Christ. Paul therefore comprehended the full dis-

tinction between the law and the gospel, which was to him

notliing but the practical realization of righteousness before God,

independently of the law. The doctrine as to BiKaioavin}, and

that as to the person and work of Christ, are closely united in his

mind,—the true BiKaioavi^r] being in his view the work of Christ,

achieved through the atonement and communication of the Spirit,

and founding a new epoch among mankind. This Christ was

Jesus of Xazareth,—no longer the crucified One merely, but living

and glorified as He had a])peared to the apostle ; Christ risen and

exalted to heaven, who had died as an atonement for man,—Jesus

Clirist the Lord.

How he attained this standpoint we have already seen in § 49.

The independence which he thus had is evident from the purport

of his epistles, in which he himself expressly asserts it. He
knows not only that the purport of his teaching is divine wisdom

revealed by the Spirit (1 Cor. il 6-12), but also that it is stated,

not in the words which man's wisdom tcachelh, but in those

which the Holy Ghost teacheth, claiming that he is Trvev^ariKot,

and that he therefore has inwardly the voi<i of Christ (ver. 16).

He therefore summons to a rigiit undcrstjuuling ot his t(>aching

those persona that have the .Si)irit (ver. 14 f). The argumentative

and didactic development of his precepts, wliich is so peculiar to

Paul, does not exclude the direct glance of the Spirit, wliich

embraces the whole of Christianity in one. NeitluT does his con-
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sciousness, inspired and enlightened by the divine Spirit, shut out

a certain actual acquaintance with the historical appearance of

Christ and the word which He delivered, and also various revela-

tions which, in the course of time, had been made to the apostle.

As regards the former, Paul was not excluded from the sphere of

the historical communications which were current among well-

instructed Christians, both as to Christ's person and life, and also

as to His words and teaching. Paul, therefore, was conscious

that the message of salvation which he preached was entirely in

harmony with that of the other apostles (1 Cor. xv, 1 ff.), especi-

ally in reference to the resurrection of Christ and the events pre-

ceding it. On this point he appeals to the several appearances

of the Ptisen One, to which he adds the manifestation which had

been vouchsafed to himself (ver. 8). Thus we find Paul adopting

the words of the Lord Himself, both with (1 Cor. vii. 10 ; 1 Thess.

V. 2; Acts XX. 35^), and also without (Pom. xii. 14) a direct

reference to the Lord. Added to this, Paul makes certain com-

munications in his epistles, appealing to words of the Lord, and

stating that the matter therein communicated had been previously

hidden, but had been made manifest to him, and was by him re-

vealed (1 Thess. iv. 15; 1 Cor. xiv. 37; Eom. xi. 25; 1 Cor.

XV. 51 ; Gal. ii. 2). In this way the passage 1 Cor. xi. 23

may be best interpreted, even if we refer ch. xv. 3 to an his-

torical communication. From 2 Cor. xii. 1 ff. we see that Paxil

was also the subject of extraordinary divine revelations (cf. Acts

xxii. 17).

All this proves that Paul is the independent, original teacher,

in whom the peculiar representations of Christian doctrines which

are found in his epistles had their first origin. There was, how-

ever, a deep need existing in the early Church, which was satisfied

in the person of Paul. He therefore found, far and near, a circle

both of individual disciples and helpers, and also of churches, who
adhered to him as the originator of their special view of Chris-

tianity. In consequence of this, Paul emphatically says, Kara to

evayyeXiov fxov (Pom. ii. 16, xvi. 25 ; 2 Tim. ii. 8) ; and that this

gospel had been communicated to him by the revelation of Jesus

Christ (Gal. i. 6 f, 12).

' The words of the Lord quoted in the passage, Acts xx. 35, are not re-

corded by any of the evangelists.—Tn.
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§ 74. Tlic Fundamental Principle and the Arrangement of tlie

Pauline System of Teaching.

The idea of BiKaiocrvmj is found tliroughout Paul's writings,

although it is more jnoniinently brought forward in some epistles

than in others, according to their aim and the motive which

prompted them. AiKaioavvrj is mostly the ruling and fundamental

idea in those epistles which contend against the l*harisaical,

Judaizing tendency. This idea is eminently the theme in the

dogmatical portion of the Epistle to the liomans (ch. i. 17, iiL 22,

25, cf. V. 17, 21, vi. 16, 20, viiL 10, ix. 30 f., x. 3-6, 10, iv. 3,

5, 9, 11, 22). Next comes tlie Epistle to the Galatians (cIl ii.

21, [16], iiL 21, 6), in which ZtKaioavv-q is the fundamental idea.

In the Epistles to the Corinthians, the passages touching on this

subject are—1 Cor. l 30 ; 2 Cor. iii. 9, v. 21. In the later

epistles it is brought forward in the Epistle to the Philippians

(ch. iiL 6, 9, cf. L 11), and again as the prominent idea in the

argument against Judaizing false teachei-s ; also in the Pastoral

Epistles, especially in that to Titus (ch. iiL 5, [7]), in exactly tlie

same way as in the earlier epistles. The Epistles to the Ephesians

and Colossians deal with another opposing element in the Church,

and therefore the idea of BiKaioavvrj occurs but seldom, and then

in an ethical signification (Eph. iv. 24, v. 9) ; likewise in the

Epistles to Timothy (1 Tim. vL 11, [i. 9]). "We are neverthele.ss

justified in representing this idea as being the fundamental, one,

as this has been done by the apostle himself in passages where

the toacliing most peculiar to him is most copiously set forth.

AtKaioavpT) refers to the moral relation of man to Cod. Ac-

cording to Aristotle's etymology, the word BiKaiO'i has a reference

to a relation subsisting between several persons, and denotes that

in this relation one subject is just in his relation to the other

subject. Looking to its meaning in the Bible, Piy points in the

ruot to the signification, to be straight, jdain, then moral truth and

goodness, but chiefly righteousness. The one great relation of man
Ls, in the Old Testament, his relation to God ; and from this every

other is derived. In this relation (lod's will is the rule by which

it is to be framed, and it depends on Cod's sure and infallible

judgment, and not on our own opinion as to our conformity to the

divine will. So far, the religions rrhition is an essentially moral

relation of d<;pL'ndi;iii;ii and I'l'llowsliip, which, if it is atlei[Uiitely
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realized, is described by BtKaioavvr], and with which the theocratical

citizenship with all its blessings corresponds. The fundamental

idea of BcKawavvrj has this peculiarity, that it is rooted both in

Old Testament and iSTew Testament ground. It is the connect-

ing link which joins Saul, the man of the law, and Paul, the

man of faith. In the Old Testament, the religious relation is

specially defined as one of a theocratical character, the relation of

a covenant between God and the Israelites. The conformity of

the subject to this covenant is BiKuioavvr] on the part both of God
and man. We find this idea transferred to Paul's system : who-

soever is truly SiKaLo<; is S/zcato? Traparw ©ecS (Piom. ii. 13). The

acknowledgment of this is called Sikulovv (Eom. ii. 13, iii. 26,

28, 30). And as, in Paul's view, the idea of SiKaioavvij is rooted

in Old Testament ground, the v6fio<i Qeov, and indeed the Old

Testament v6fxo<i, is the rule of BiKaioa-vvrj, so that in BtKaioavvr)

is included both a complete fulfilment of the law

—

Bik. ck vofiov

(Gal. iii. 21), e| epycov vojjlov (Eom. ix. 32)—and also the effica-

cious acknowledgment on God's part ol this fulfilment of the

law, and indeed as of desert or debt (Eom. iv. 4). In this case

the subject fulfils the v6iJLo<i Qeov, as it is required as an e/ifxeveiv

iu iraat Tol<i <ye'ypaiJL/jLevoL<i (Gal. iii. 1 0),—a fulfilment by epya ra

iv BcKaioavvrj (Tit. iii. 5 ; cf. Eom. iii. 20, 28). On the contrary,

whosoever does not fulfil the law, and is not a TronjTrj^ rov vop.ov

(Eom. ii. 13), but is Trapa^drrj^; (ver. 25),—whosoever " continueth

not in all things which are written in the book of the law to do

them" (Gal. iii. 10), he is wanting in this righteousness (Eom. ii.

13, 25, 27) ; whosoever belongs to those who have sinned, oaot

ijfiapTov (Eom. ii. 12, iii. 23), is not BUaio^; irapa tu> Qew (Eom.

ii. 13), but is involved in dBiKia (ch. i. 18, vi. 13), in dvofiia

(2 Cor. vi. 14), and is subject to the just punishment of God, or

vTroBtKOf TQJ &eu) (Eom. iii. 19), or v(f) d/xapTiav, i.e. under the

power of sin (Eom. iii. 9) ; he is burdened with the guilt of sin,

and is liable to give satisfaction by punishment, being therefore

VTTO Kurdpav (Gal. iii. 10) ; he is also the subject of KaraKpcaL^

(2 Cor. iii. 9), and has on him the KardKpi/xa (Eom. viii. 1), and,

being condemned, will perish (Eom. ii. 12). All this expresses

the punishment which is bound up with guilt, in contrast to the

BiKaioavvri as the attribute of him who is acknowledged by God
as righteous in relation to Him.

Man is deficient in this BcKaioavvrj ; and it is not possible for
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him to be a pavUiker of it exoopt by Cod imputing it to the

sinner, not by ^vay of desert and merit (Rom. iv. 4), but according

to the rule of free grace, and the love which takes an interest in

the miserable sinner (Rom. iv. 3, 5, 9, 11, 22 ; Gal. iii. G), con-

ferring it upon him as an unmerited gift (Rom. v. 17), and thus

justifying him freely (Rom. iii. 24). This takes place by virtue

of the gospel, through faith in Jesus Christ (Rom. iii. 22-31, ix.

30-32, X. G ; Phil. iii. D).

Hence the idea of BiKatoawrj is of a twofold nature : (1) A
man's own righteousness, depending on his own fulfilment of the

law, is BtKaioavvrj ifxi), i) e/c vofiov (Phil. iii. 9), IBia hiKaioavvri

(Rom. X. 3), the righteousness which is by the law (Rom. x. 5).

The passage (Gab ii. 21), apa Xpia-To^ Swpeav uTredavev, applies to

this righteousness. It proceeds e| epycov v6/j.ov (Rom. iii. 20, ix.

32 ; Tit. iii. 5). On the other hand, it is, (2) The righteousness

of faith (Rom. iv. 13, x. G), is revealed and realized €k 'Tri<neu><;

and ei9 iriaTiv (Rom. i. 17, in which passage the hiKaioavvr} Oeou

is certainly not meant as an attribute of Cod,—in this sense it

occurs only once, Rom. iii. 26,—but as an attribute of man coming

from God). Subjectively considered, it is wTought by faith, and

is conferred in faith. As this righteousness does not proceed from

the law, it is not brought about by the self-activity of the subject,

but through faith, and is conferred as an attribute and a gift ; not

from merit, or deservedly, but through free divine grace (Eph. ii. 8
;

RouL iv. 4 ; Tit. iii. 5). This righteousness, therefore, is not our

own, but the 8tKaioavvr) Geov (Rom. L 17, iiL 21 f), inasmuch as

in this pregnant sense it comes from God ; and this righteousness

is brought about by only one agency, namely, faith in Christ the

Saviour (RonL iii. 21-2G).

Where this hiKaioavvq is cfnutinr, there is al.so ///(• ; and it may
readily be shown that in Raul's view this idea of life, or awTqpia,

is essentially connected with that of BiKaioavinj, so that the one

(ninnot exist witliout the other. This is clear from various passages

(li^mi. L 17, where Raul appeals to llab. ii. 4, cf Gtd. iii. 11 ; ]iom.

viii. 10 ; Gal. iii. 21 ; 2 Cor. iii. 4-11 ; Rom. v. 17 f.). AiKaioavvrj

refers to tin; moral relation of man to God, and exists where man
is conformed to tliis relation. It is, therefore, the contra.st to the

position of sin ; for where sin is, thero is death ; but where BiKaio-

ovuT] tiikes th<^ ]»laee of aftapria, there must be life. In the old

u»veuant, the subject mot willj his acknowleilgiueut subjectively
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in the conscience, and objectively in the law and its promises ; in

the new covenant, subjectively also in the conscience, but a con-

science guided by the Spirit (Eom. viii. 16), and objectively in.

the divine word of this covenant. The connection between

BiKaioavvT] and ^w?] in Paul's view is important, because the idea

of the former does not take the lead in all his epistles ; on the

contrary, where he is not contending with the Pharisaical Judaistic

tendency, but with the theosophical notions, the idea of life is

more prominently brought forward. JSTevertheless, even in these

epistles, it may be noticed that his idea of life and salvation

always has a moral foundation. This is clearly evident in the

Epistle to the Ephesians.

Paul's fundamental idea of SLKaLocrvvr] has its roof in the teaching

of Jesus, as it is represented chiefly in the Synoptists. The dis-

courses which John has recorded make the idea of life the chief

point ; but in the didactic sphere of the Synoptists, in wliich we
have the discourses of our Lord, the idea of righteousness is mainly

prominent. "We find this surprisingly so in the Sermon on tlie

]\Iount in Matthew. Paul's fundamental idea may be said to be

rooted in the teaching of Jesus, (1.) In the mode in which the Lord

Himself deals with it, by both placing it in the foreground, and

opposing it to the prevailing idea of a righteousness Avhich was

merely external and depending on personal action (Matt. vi. 33,

v. 20, 6 ; Luke xviii. 9). He represented righteousness as the

chief aim of all spiritual striving, and as something which must

be received as a gift (Matt. v. 6). To the self-righteous He showed

that man could not be justified except by means of repentance and

a longing desire for the pardoning grace of God (Luke xvi. 15,

xviii. 14). (2.) With this is connected the moral spirit of Jesus'

teaching generally. He understood the relation of men to God
as a moral one, depending upon the fact whether a man is just

before God ; and He teaches of a redemption in the moral sense

of the word, a redemption from sin and death, by which a man
cannot be just before God in his own power, but only through re-

deeming grace,—a truth to which many of the anti-Pharisaical

utterances of Jesus refer, and specially many of the elements of

the Gospel of Luke (cf. Luke xv.). It is therefore an incorrect

assumption that the Synoptists teach a righteousness of works.

In the same respect, the fundamental idea of ZiKaioavvri is

characteristically demonstrative of the moral spirit of Paul, as

2 E
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distinguislieJ from a teacliinL^ of a merely speculative character,

and one depending on self-righteousness. This moral spirit shows

itself where subjective religiousness and salvation, as the result of

redemption, are comprehended in the main idea of life ; for every-

where where this is done, by Paul or other Xew Testament authors,

this ^(tii) is always understood as an ethical ^to?;. But Paul de-

velopes the proposition with special clearness, tliat ^w?) can exist

oidy where there is BiKaioavin). He speaks of a StKaiaxri^ ?w'"*>

(Pom. v. 18); and tlie result of the redeeming grace, wliich

confers the gift of ZLKuioavvi-;, is briefly called by him ^(orj (Rom.

V. 21).

Henceforth the Pauline representation of Christian truth may
be divided into two sections : the former relates to the want of

BiKaioavvT) in all men, so far as it is judged by itself, and accord-

ing to the scale of the law ; the second refers to the bringing

about of BiKaioavvT] by means of faith in Jesus Christ. In the

lirst part is contained the teaching about sin as the condition of

man which is opposed to BiKaioaivr) and ^w^ ; in the second, we
have the teaching as to salvation. From this follows instruction

as to Christ the Mediator of salvation and the BiKaioavvr) brought

about by Him, as referring both to individual believers and to the

whole body of them, and as to its completion.

§ 75. TJie Lack of Righteousness in all Men— Tlie Fact of this Want.

The proof that all men are wanting in BLKaioavvq is carefully

brought furwanl by Paul in ch. i. 18, iii. 20, of the Epistle to the

liomans, in reference, first to the Gentiles, and then to the Jews.

In regard to botli, the actual condition of sin is naturally set forth

as a matter of e.x'perience. This condition is described, and it is

left to every reader to apply this description to his own moral

consciousness and his own personal life. On the other hand, in

this connection there is not yet any mention made of the sinful

propensity from which all actual sin proceeds. Actual sin is iirst

made evident in the conscience ; and by this (piestion of the coii-

Hciousncss of actual sin and guilt Paul gnusps his readei*s, in order

to convince them of the need of tliat BtKatoavmj Geov which is tlir

result, not of individual merit or of the law, but of I'ailh in Christ.

The apo.stle wa.s induced to afford proof as regards botli Jew and

Gentile, Ijccau.so ho wrote to Jewi.sh Christians, or to Gentiles

converted by Juwi.sh Christians, and also with the view of laying
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down the absoluteness of the gospel in the presence of all other

religions.

Paul bases the actually existing moral guilt of the Gentiles on

two grounds : (1) The general revelation of God in His luorks (Rom.

i. 19 f), and the way in which the Gentiles acted in respect

to it (ver. 21) ; (2) the law of conseience, the moral conscious-

ness existing in every man (Eom. i. 32, ii. 14 f). Paul says

that heavy guilt and liability to punishment are upon these w^ho

hinder the truth by unrighteousness (Piom. i. 1 8), and among these

he places the Gentiles. The universal revelation of God was

present to those men who have departed from the right knowledge

of Him {akrjOeLo) ; for His invisible nature (ver. 20) has, since the

creation of the world, been made perceptible to the mind (the

aopajov is viewed as voovfievov) by His work, namely, the ever-

lasting power of God, in virtue of wdiich He is exalted over the

world as its Creator and Lord, so that men are inexcusable if they

act not in conformity to this knowledge. The Gentiles have not

obeyed this knowledge, by their deficiency in a feeling of praise

and thanksgiving towards God. Because they failed in faitliful-

ness to the truth which they had at their command, the knowledge

which they originally had departed ; their KapSia, as the centre of

moral individuality, was darkened, and they became fools (ver. 22),

as a punishment for this self-darkening of the heart. To this fol-

lows, further, the wickedness wdiich results from this darkening.

God, by Avay of punishment, allowed their sins to ripen, and gave

them over to a reprobate mind, and to the lusts (vers. 24-27)

which were followed by all kinds of vices. However deep their

degradation, they had nevertheless the law of conscience (ver. 32),

and were not without consciousness of the heavy guilt which

they thus incurred (cf. Eom. ii. 14 f), and indeed of the divine

judgment of death which followed thereon (i. 32). Because, in-

deed, God had rendered the knowledge of Him possible for them

(vers. 19-23), and they, notwithstanding, had made themselves

guilty by idolatry, they were liable to this punishment of God.

They, however, bear the guilt of their degradation, not only through

their first rejection of the knowledge of God, but also because,

with a full consciousness of their liability to punishment, they

both commit sins and take a pleasure therein (ver. 22). The way
in which Paul here proves the possibility of the knowledge of God

to be derived from the works of creation agi'ees most remarkably
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witli the apostle's discourses recorded in the Acts, addressed to

tlie inhaliitants of Lystra (Acts xiv. 15-17), and to the Athenians

(xvii. 24-28).

As regards the guilt of the Jews, in the Epistle to the Eomans

Paul goes to work in a preparatory way, in order to deprive the

Jewish reader of any chance of evasion. He therefore lays down

:

(1.) That all those who act in the same way as the Gentiles act

are worthy of punishment, especially those who have condemned

the Gentiles ; also, that no one who is impenitent can escape con-

demnation (Iiom. ii. 1-1 1). (2.) That the possession of a positive

law makes no difference to the possessor, except that he will be

judged in contormity with the same; "for not the hearers of the

law, but the doers, are justified before God" (vers. 12-lG). And
now the apostle first brings forward his direct accusation against

the Jews (vers. 17-2-4). By breaking the law, the circumcision

becomes uncircumcision (vers. 25-29). The Jews have the pre-

eminence that to them are committed the omcles of God (Rom.

iii, 1-4) ; but in respect of righteousness before God they have

no advantage," for all are under sin (in regard to which Paul refers

to passages of the Old Testament), and in the Jews it assumes the

form of more conscious sin.

The conclusion to be derived from this course of argument is,

that all men arc wanting in righteousness before God (liom. iii.

1), 20). In this are involved the main points: (1.) That all men

arc siimcrs, and consequently tlie universality of sin in and among

men (cf. ch. xL 22, us tlie lirst result of the whole dogmatical

])ortion of the Epistle to the Romans; also Gal. iii. 21; again,

Kph. ii. 3). (2.) That, in respect to God, all men stand in a relation

(if guilt ami liahilitg to jmnishment, and are consecjuently, in de-

fault of the divine favour, subject to the righteous judgment of

(Jod, and death, the actual ])unishment of sin (Rom. iii. 9, 20,

v. 12, 21). The right of punisliment is chietly denoted by opytj

(RonL i. 18, ii. 5, 8, iii. 5, ix. 22 ; Eph. ii. 3, v. 6 ; 1 Thess.

v. 9, cf. i. 10, ii. IG), whidi in INjui. ii. 5 is combined with

SiKuioKpiaia, the outflow of the opytj. This expre-ssion is taken

from the Imman emotion stirred \ip against everything which

hinders and opposes the human will, and is transferred to God, to

<lii-scribe tlie opposition of the divine will to everytliing which

hinders and opposes it, consequently to sin. This is both positive,

the disapprobation of sin, and also negative, as llie want of the
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divine favour (Piom. viii. 8, iii. 23). In virtue of His long-

suffering and patience, God indeed gives the sinner room for

repentance (Eom. ii. 4, ix. 22). The sinner is, however, subject

to 6dvaTo<i, the consequence ordained by God for sin (Eom. vi.

23, i. 32, v. 12-21), It is a ScKaico/xa of God "that they which

commit such things are worthy of death" (Eom. i. 32). In

Buvaro'i the idea of physical death is certainly included (Eom. v.

1 2 ff ),—the sin of the first man being referred to, and the fact

that "death reigned from Adam to Moses" being presupposed.

This is confirmed by other passages, where Paul expressly includes

bodily death (Eom. viii. 10; 1 Cor. xv. 21). But the idea of

Odvaro'i is not limited to 2^^^ysic'^l death (Eom. vii. 10 f., 13
;

Eph. ii. 1, 5 ; Col. ii. 13 ; Eph. v. 14) ; it is rather all the evil

which consists in the results of sin, all the misery of sin, both

spiritual and bodily, which is comprehended as forming a whole

with physical death. Sin and death are everywhere correlatives

(1 Cor. XV. 56); and where sin is, there is also death, and the

reverse. So that even Christ suffered death on account of sin

(Eom. vi. 1 0),—not His own, but that of others ; and that minors

dying are not without sin, so far as the latter exists although un-

developed in them.

Certain special questions now arise as to the relation of 6dvaTo<i

to sin. (1.) Death being bodily, how we are to look upon its

relation to sin ? The idea has frequently been expressed, that,

according to Paul, death is only subjectively the result of sin, in

regard to the pain and fear of it. Paul certainly makes sin the

grievous power of death (1 Cor. xv, 56) ; and also, in Heb. ii. 15,

the slavish fear of death is looked upon as an element in man's

need of redemption. &dvaro<;, therefore, is modified according to

the measure of dfiapria. In the immature, death is not to so

great an extent combined with the sting to which Paul ascribes

to it. Certainly Paul nowhere intimates that man without sin

would have remained free from death and change ; but, notwith-

standing this, the relation of sin to death is not merely a suhjeetive

one, and for this view 1 Cor. xv. 47 is appealed to. But al-

though from the beginning Adam's body was formed of temporal

matter, it can hardly be assumed that its absolute mortality is

therein expressed ; for it is presupposed in Genesis that by means

of the fruit of the tree of life this body miglit ])e assured against

death (Gen. iii. 22). Paul also assumes a twofold mode of



433 TEACHING OF THE APOSTLES. [I'ARI" II.

transition from a material to a supernatural life : one by physical

deatli ; the other by means of some sudden cliange of the mortal

into an immortal body in the case of those who belong to Christ,

—

a change Avhich will take place at the last appearance of Christ

with His saints as regards those then living on the earth (1 Cor.

XV. 51 f ; 1 Thess. iv. 17). That which will take place by

means of tlie Saviour might, if man had remained free from sin,

liave been done without His intervention. If the material matter

of the human body can be kept from dissolution and be glorified,

how much more readily may it be imagined that, if man had

remained free from sin, a glorification, perhaps a gradual glorifica-

tion, might take place of the psychical body into a spiritual one

!

We must also assume that Paul applies his teaching on this point

to the person or body of the risen Christ. The sense, therefore,

of the Pauline teaching is, that man, on account of sin, is subject

to the separation of soul and body hj/ means of corruption of the

hody, and that, in addition, this deatli bcconus a hitter evil through

the consciousness of sin.

Another question is : (2.) Whether and to what extent Paul

includes in Buvara spiritual death in addition to and with bodily

death ? 0dvaTo<; is the contrast to ^coij. The latter includes power

and activity combined with inward satisfaction, consequently

blessedness,—both being in connection with God. 0('ivaTo<;, so

far as it belongs to the spiritual sphere, is the direct contrary

to these predicates. It is therefore not merely a feeling of iin-

blessedness (Diihne), and not merely a corruption of tlie spiritual

power (Usteri), but both together (Kom. vii. 10-14). Certainly, in

2 Cor. vii. 8 ff., unblessedness appears chiefly understood by the

death which the sorrow of the world brings witli it; but in other

])assages a slavery to sin forms an element of 6dvaTo<i (Kom. vL

IG). The whole person is ruled by the lower element of the

human nature, so that tlie man is .sold under the power of sin,

and is a slave to it (cf. Kph. ii. 1-G, iv. 17-19, 22 ; Worn. i. 21 f.,

24, 28), a captive to the fiaraioTrji; of the vov^, the fMopai'veadac

rfj Biauoia. There is therefore a cf)rru])tion of the higher powers

of man, and also a moral impotence even to do the good which

i.s pleasing to him (Itom. vii. 14 if.), which im])otence he cx-

])eriences in all its pain and grief. The culmination of fidvuTa

is in Paul, and generally in the New Testament, cverla.sting de-

struction, which, in Kom. ii. 12, IG, is described as future, and
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appertaining to the day of judgment; in Pliil. i. 28 and else-

\vliere as aTrcoXeia (2 Thess. i. 9 ; 1 Tim. vi. 9 ; cf. Eev. ii. 11,

xxi. 8), the o\e9po<; alcovioi;.

The general expression nsed by Paul for sin is afiapria, both

actual sin and also the propensity being specified by this term

(Rom. V. 12). Actual sinning, in itself, is expressed by a/j.ap-

rdveiv (Rom. iii. 23, v. 12, 14), and by the nouns a/jidprijfia

(iii. 25), TrapaTrrcofia as a sin against a definite command or pro-

hibition (Rom. iv. 25, V. 15-20
; 2 Cor. v. 19 ; Gal. vi. 1 ; Eph.

ii. 1, 5 ; Col. ii. 13), '7rapd/3acrt<; as the infringement of a positive

command (Rom. iv. 15, ii. 23, v. 14; Gal. iii. 19), direiOeia, dis-

obedience (Rom. xi. 30, 31, 32 ; Eph. v. 6), irapaKo-q (Rom. v. 19,

cf. vi. 16), dhiKM (Rom. vi. 13, cf. i. 18). Sin is also a doing,

iroieiv, Trpdrreiv (Rom. i. 32, ii. 1—3, 17-24), of that which is /mtj

Ka6r}KovTo<i (Rom. i. 28).

Sin, therefore, is in Paul's view nothing else but an internal, or

both internal and external, act of volition in contravention of the

laiv, and in hostile opposition towards God (Rom. viii. 7). Sin is

combined, on the one hand, with guilt before God by virtue of

imputation, which, according to Paul, presupposes that the act of

volition is not only an act of man, which therefore is imputed to

him (Rom. v. 13 ; cf. Philem. 18), but especially an act which is

avoidable by him (Rom. i. 18-23) ; for man is inexcusable if he

commits sin which is avoidable. This act of volition is also com-

mitted with a consciousness of the moral law ; for the imputation

of sin does not exist except the sin be united with this conscious-

ness (Rom. V. 13, iv. 15). Not only is sin united with guilt, but

also with liability to punishment before God. Man as a sinner

not only lacks the ho^a ©eov, the acknowledgment and glorification

which God gives, but, through the Of)position of his will to God,

he is also subject to the opyrj ©ecu, to the Kpia-a ©eov, and conse-

quently the effects of this judgment, to ddvarc; and 6x.6dpo<{. Thus

the sinner, who is punishable before God, God imputing sin to

him as guilt, is v7r68tKo<; rut ©eaj (Rom. iii. 1 9) ; he is subject to

God's Slkt], the Kardpa is on him (Gal. iii. 13).

§ 76. Tlie Lack of llighteousncss in all Men—The Cause of this

Lach

In the Epistle to the Romans Paul enters very essentially into

the connection between human sin and the sin ot the first man.
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Init not until he had stirred up in his readers a consciousness of

the need of salvation. In the firet place, Paul appeals to the ex-

perience and conscience of individuals in respect of sin. But

after stirring up his readers to consciousness of sin, and setting

fortli (lionL iii. 21-ch. v.) the hiKaLoaivj] which depends on faith

in Christ, he compares Christ with Adam, and so leads on to the

connection between human sin and tliat of the first man ; also

with tlie innate propensity which cannot be subdued under tlie

law, Ijut is overcome by the fellowship with Christ through the

power which proceeds from Him. Tlie other epistles only pre-

suppose tliis line of teaching.

In Rom. V. 12-21 the idea is enlarged upon, and in 1 Cor.

XV. 21 f., 47-49, it is intimated that tlie universality of sin and

death among men stanch in original connection vnth the sin of the

first man. In the latter passage the view of the apostle is

directed only towards the death, and not towards the sin of man

;

and even in the former passage Paul at first brings forward death

more prominently than sin, because deatli can be more evidently

sliown to have proceeded from the first man, than that from him

sin came upon all men. Paul therefore commences with the

former, but thereon grounds the teaching that death, by means of

sin, has come upon and spread among mankind, and that in Christ,

and by means of hiKaioaivq, ^corj has presented itself in the place

of death. The wliole passage makes a comparison between Christ

antl tlie first man in respect to the first results which flowed from

eacli, which result, however, in both ca.ses extended to the wliole

of mankind. Preliminarily only, the first object of comparison is

mentioned (ver. 12), and is then enlargfd upon (vers. 13, 14);

then the second object is hinled at at the conclusion of ver. 14

(cf. 1 Cor. XV. 45), but not expressly stateil. In voi-s. 15-17

Paul does not ])roceed to bring forward the dillVrence which

exists between the two objects of conipari.son, until finally, in vera.

18, '19, both are placed positively side by side. AVhat follows

in vers. 20, 21, concerns the relation of the law to the dominion

of .sin, showing that, so far from tJK! law having removed ihe con-

dition of sin and death which had been established and spread

among mankind by means of the first man, it had, on the con-

trary, been more fully developed by means of tlu; law. Ver.se 1 2

sets forth the two main propositions with regard to sin and death,

and begins : ^ul tovto, because tfurrforc (according to what has
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gone before, vers. 9-11 and 1-5), we, through Jesus Christ our

Lord, who died and lived again for us, are justified and saved,

therefore the case is the same with the origin of sin and death.

Through one man has (1) sin come into the world, and death by

sin, and (2) in this way has death combined with sin pervaded

all mankind.

As regards the origin of sin and death in mankind, the apostle,

taking the very commencement of man's history, finds therein neither

sin nor death. That, in the apostle's view, sin was not originally

in the world, is evident from Eom. i. 1 9 ff , inasmuch as he repre-

sents that a normal development of an original consciousness of

God might have been possible, and had been perverted by sin
;

but through the first man, sin, in the whole purj)ort of its idea,

entered ek top Koa/nov as into an organic whole. Sin first entered

into the world as a supplement through one man, inasmuch as he

sinned, and not by the fact of his creation (Eom. v. 16). In

this passage this idea is incontestable (vers. 16-19) ; and even in

1 Cor. XV. 47—49 there is but a faint appearance of the contrary

view. At first only the contrast between the earthly and glorified

body is dealt with ; and not merely the expression %oi/co9, but

also the contrasts i^y^^i/co? and Tri/eu/iart/co? (ver. 44), refer only

to the body. And ylrv^v ^waa (ver. 45) forms a complete con-

trast to irvevfia ^coottolovv, without any idea of sin being included.

It may well be imagined that the first man was not indeed a

TTuevfjia ^(ooTTOLovv, but yet might have been capable of a sinless

life. And in any case the sinlessness of Christ was something

entirely different from the innocence of the first man, which

only involved the possibility of a sinless development. Now
this first man is Adam (Eom. v. 14; 1 Cor, xv. 22, 45) ; and

through him the sin, which certainly, according to Paul, was first

excited in Eve by deceit (2 Cor. xi. 3 ; 1 Tim. ii. 1 4), came to

its full and free consummation, and was thus a sin common to

both. The actual sin of this first man was a Trapd^aa-i'i (Eom. v.

14),

—

i.e. an infringement of a positive divine command or pro-

hibition,—a irapaTTTco/xa (vers. 15, 17, 18), a TrapaKorj (ver. 19).

By this act sin came into the world. It was not limited to a

mere momentary existence in the isolated deed of the first man,

but became an agency henceforth existing in man ; for not only

had it come into the world, elarfkOe, but had in a more definite

sense, BirjXOe. And the operation of this agency is specially mani-
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fcst, in that throiigh it death came into the world, and is indeed

placed by God in a moral relation with sin (Eom. vL 23) in virtue

of a divine Kpi^ia (ver. 16). Death now came into the world, not

as something original in it, but as an active agency, by means of

which not only he that first sinned as u/xapTtjaaf; airWavc (ver.

14 f.),—death reigned not only over this one man, but so death

iinitrd with sin passed vpon all men (ver. 12). The expression

KoX ovToi<i must be here considered. As death entered into the

world, so it also passed upon all ; e<'<? 7ruiTa<; ^i7]\6ev is not iden-

tical with et<? TOP KocTfjLov €iat]X6€v. K6crfj.o<; represents, indeed, the

whole of humanity ; but the distinction betAveen the two ideas is

that Koa-fia denotes mankind as a general idea, whilst irdtne^

avBpoiTTOL expresses every individual comprehended in this glance.

Sin and death had by one man entered among mankind as a

whole, but they had not yet passed upon all the individual

members of mankind. The latter is a matter of successive de-

velopment. Death has, however, passed upon or pervaded all

men, just as and after it had entered the world ; hecaiise it had

previously entered among mankind as an agency, it successively

passed upon every individual But death was originally caused

by tlie sin of the first man, and has come upon all men, not only

because it had generally entered tlie world, but it has so passed

upon all as it first entered, namely, hy means of sin. This is

particularly expressed in tlie addition e</)' rJ TraVre? ijfiapTov. This

evidently speaks of the relation between sin and the general spread

of deatli The question now arises, liow this e<^' c5 is to be ex-

plained. In the first, it may be taken either as a conjunction or

preposition ; and in the latter case, a subject for the relative is

to be sought for. From ancient times tlio former course has been

most fr('(iuently taken, and icf)' (p has been understood as = iirl

ToiTfp oTt = j;/*o/>/(;;Ta (jr?a«/ = beca,u.sc. lUit this interpretation is

not only scarcely justifiable in a grammatical point of view, but the

context is most decidedly against it; for it is iinniistakcable that

the universality of death is here intended to appear as the result

of the first sin (ver. 15), and not of the sinning of every indi-

vidual. At the very most might the sin of the individual bo

considered as the secondary cause of the general death which,

in tlio primary instance, had been brought in by the sin of the

fii-st man ; and tliis would only tend to weaken the main idea.

Augustine was guided by a correct feeling when, in conse<pience
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of his impression of the whole passage, he sought to find a subject

to the relative e</)' c5, and believed this to be the first man, ex-

plaining the words " in quo omnes peccavenmt." But from the

context it is evident that it is not intended that Adam's sin was

imputed to us. No imputation of sinful propensity is spoken of;

indeed, with regard even to actual sin, no imputation exists, except

only where a positive law exists (ver. 13). It is set forth that,

notwithstanding this, the death which proceeded from the first sin

spread universally over all, those even who had not, like Adam,

infringed a positive law,—that is, the whole world between Adam
and Moses. This took place through a Kplixa (judicial sentence),

which was for all men a KaraKpiixa (a condemnatory sentence)

(vers. 16, 18),—a divine judgment which so ordained it, not,

however, by imputing Adam's sin to every individual, but as a

natural result, a natural necessity proceeding from this judgment

(ver. 15). Those explanations which take e^' ol as a relative, and

refer this relative to the whole of the preceding sentence, or to

6avaTo<i, are therefore more in consonance with the right under-

standing of the connection. But there is more probability in the

view that e<f cS is to be taken as a conjunction, and to be inter-

preted eTTt rovrw wcrre, on the understanding that all have sinned

;

so that the actual sin of individuals is a consequence of the same

event owing to which death through Adam's sin was spread among

mankind. The sin of Adam has therefore brought on the sin of

all other men inseparably from death. The power of sin is, how-

ever, so great, that, on the one hand, where it is committed without

any positive law, it brings with it death (ver. 14), although the

sin is not properly imputable ; and, on the other hand, the moral

law could not stop it, but, as a positive law, has only enhanced it

(ver. 26).

We are thus led to the other aspect of the question, in which

the sin of individual men is not merely and directly connected

with that of Adam, but also with a sinful froijensity which, in

every individual descended from the first man, precedes cdl cietucd

sin. This doctrine is intimated in the passage we have considered

(Piom. V. 12 ff.), the idea being expressed, that sin through the

first man came into the world as a continuous principle. We
have, however, only the general definition, that this takes place

in consequence of a divine Kpl^la, and that it is no imputation,

properly speaking. The nature of this dominion of sin, as a pro-
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pensity wliich precedes all actual sin, is develojjcd more in detail

in IJom. vii., where the relation of man to the law is in the first

place set forth, first of the natural man (iv aapKi, ver. 5), next of

man made a partaker of the grace in Christ, who is no longer

iv crapKt, but eV Tnev/iari (ver. G). The former is enlarged upon

in vers. 7-25, the latter in oh. viii. 1-17. 'Afiaprla no longer

appears in its general idea as in ch. v. 12-21, where it signifies

both the propensity and also the actual sin ; but, as the apostle

now reverts to the root, it is sin as a power, as a propensity, from

which all actual sin is formed.

As regards the existence of this propensity, Paul says (Eom.

vii. 7) : "I had not known sin, but by the law ;" and in ver. 8 :

" Sin, taking occasion (for its self-development) from the law,

wrought in me iraaav iTndufiiav." The iiridufjila is therefore the

effect of dfiapTia. The teaching of Paul, so far, goes further than

the doctrines of sin as we found them in James and Peter. The
up-aprla exists potentially in man, but as a/iapTia veKpd, until

there is a consciousness of the law. Then sin becomes active ; it

revives and brings about death (ver. 10). Sin appears here as a

genn which is developed by means of the moral consciousness

;

it is a controlling power

—

v6p.o<i ap.apTia<i (ver. 23). This sinful

propensity has a continuous existence in individuals

—

-q oiKovaa

ev €fiol afiapTia (vers. 17, 20),—and is therefore an habitual ])ro-

pensity, and (a.s results from our previous consideration) it dwells

in man even before the con.sciousness of the moral law arises in

him. The man experiences this sinful propensity when the

moral con.sciousness awakens in him as an inclination to good,

but he finds that evil is present with him (ver. 21). As to the

entry of this propensity into mankind, nothing is said here ; but

from Kom. v. 12 we may supi)ly the cause—tlirough the sin of

tlie first man. The essential character of this propensity is

opposition to t/ic moral law (Kom. viL 23), and to the irvevfui

((jraL V. 17), and includes a hostile striving against God (Kom.

viiL 7), to whom this propensity cannot be sul)ject. It is so

powerful in man, that so long as no higher principle than the law

is living and active in tlie subject, it does not allow tlie honest

will of man either to overcome the dominion of sin or to get rid

of the dissension in him.self. This agrees with what we read in

cli V. The power of the sin which ])ass<'d from the first man to

others is so great, that the moral law in itself is not able to do
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away with it ; on the contrary, the positive law only increases it.

This propensity is, however, not so constituted, or so powerful,

that nothing more than it exists in the natural man. These are

the main features of Paul's teaching as to a sinful propensity.

In more closely analysing it, we have to consider its nature, its

scat, and its dcvelopinent.

We will first consider the nature and the scat of this pro-

pensity. The ajjLapTLa is in the aap^ of man (Rom. vii. 18, 25)

;

it dwells in the members (Eom. vii. 5, 23), and therefore the

body is called the crwixa rov Oavdrov tovtov (Rom. vii. 24), aco/xa

afxapTLa<i (Rom. vi. 6, cf. 12), awjxa Tr<; aapKos (Col. ii. 11), and

aap^ dfj,apTia<; (Rom. viii. 3), in contrast to a morally guiltless

adp^. Whosoever is ruled by this propensity is Kara adpKa

(Rom. viii. 5), iv aapKi (Rom. viii. 8, 9), ra t^<? aapKo<; (ppovoov

(Rom. viii. 5), Kara adpKa TrepcrrarSiV (Rom. viii. 4), generally

crapKiKo^ (1 Cor. iii. 3) or adpKLvo'^ (Rom. vii. 14; 1 Cor. iii. 1).

The mind which is actuated by this propensity is (ppowq/xa tt;?

aapKo^ (Rom. viii. 6, 7), and the acts resulting therefrom are

epya t?/<j aapK6<; (Gal. v. 19). This propensity is opposed to the

1/0/^09 Tov vo6<i fiov (Rom. vii. 23), to the divine law as it exists

in the consciousness of the natural man, the ea-o) av6pwiro<i (Rom.

viL 22), or to the Trvev/xa (Rom. viii. 6-9, cf. vii. 14; Gal. v.

16-22, vi. 8).

In Rom. vii., from ver. 7 onwards, Paul speaks of the natural

man, who is in possession of nothing higher than the natural and

Old Testament law. Not until ch. viii. does he speak of the man
who is renewed in Christ, and in Him is in possession of the

iTvevfia. Up to that point, that is, in ch. vii. 7-25, the natural

man is the subject, so far, however, as he is under the positive

law. The crap^ forms here a contrast to the vov^, which becomes

conscious of the divine law. Only in the Christian subject is the

contrast formed by to Trvevfia. The latter abides only in the

believer who is in fellowship of life with Christ, and is also a

new man, and denotes in an objective sense the Spirit of God or

Christ (Rom. viii. 9, 11, 16; Gal. iv. 6 ; 1 Cor. ii. 10-12), but

in a subjective sense the human mind in its highest stage of

potency, but only so far as the Spirit of God dwells in and

actuates it (Rom. viii, 16, cf. xiv. 9). In other passages also,

wherever Paul ascribes the Trvevfia to men, he always presupposes

that they are believers; and therefore in Rom. vii 7-25 he does
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not mention tlie irvevfia, because he is there considering the pro-

pensity to sin existing in the natural man as phiced in antiigon-

ism to the vow only. In Paul's view, r/oO? is the human mind,

self-conscious sometimes in a theoretical, and sometimes in a

practical direction. It is indeed active in the regenerate (1 Cor.

xiv. 14 f.), but not in believers alone, but likewise also in the

natural man, who, by means of his vov<i, can become conscious of

God (Kom. i. 20), and is conscious of the divine law (Kom. vii.

23) ; but, on the other hand, the darkening of this voO? is set

forth (I!om. i. 21 ; 2 Cor. iv. 4 ; Eph. iv. IS), that it sinks into

a fiaTaioTr)!; (in contrast to dXi'jOeia, Eph. iv. 17), that it becomes

dhoKifio^ (Rom. i. 28), and a fleshly i/oD? (CoL ii. 18), in which

case an uvaKaivo)ai<i rov voo^ is necessary (Kom. xii. 2), through

the TTvevfia rov voo<; i)^Civ (Eph. iv. 23). The u/xapTia, however,

dwells eV roh fieXeai, in the body and not in the voG? (Rom. viL

23). But Paul sometimes so expresses himself that it appears as

if he intended to identity the y{rv)(^rj with the projicusity. The

man who is the contrast to the spiritual man is called the i/ri;;^i«o<?

avdpwTTO^ (1 Cor. ii. 14; cf. Jas. iii. lo; Jude 19), being ruled

by the mere "^v^^i], in distinction from the Trpevfia. Put the <rdp^

is, in the first place, the hod// having life, and is quickened and

animated by the ^v^V- IMan, therefore, as a yjrvxr) ^oxra (1 Cor.

XV. 45), is the man who has a acjua -^v^^^lkov (vcr. 44). There

is consequently no cause for surprise at Paul, when calling tlie

natural man (rapKiKo^, also describing liim as y^v)(^LKQ<i ; for the

yjruX'^ introduces into the awfjLa and the /ueX?; nu new princij>Ie

whereby they cease to be trdp^. On the contrary, it merely ani-

mates the body, and in its immediate connection with tlie body

must dcvelope a morally unhealthy life. Thus the proposition

holds good, that dfiapTia, as a propcnsitjf, has its scat in tlie body

and in the vumhcrfi, so far as thus bodi/ is an animated one, and

that no newer and higher principle enters man so long as he is

without the Truev/xa.

But this j)rop()Hiti()n does not a.ssert (1) that Paul looked upon

the bodily element as in itself sinful ; for, in the apostle's view,

sin entered into the world through di.sobedience (Kom. v. 12 IT.),

whilst, from the very first, num wa.s of course possessed of an

animal body (1 Cor. xv. 46). Neither enjoyments nor actions

are immoral because they are cor]>or(;al ; for Paul expressly blames

as unchristian that austerity 'owards the body which would aim
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at deadening it (Col. ii. 23 ; 1 Tim. iv. 1-5). He, on tlie con-

trary, considers every enjoyment which is permitted by the Chris-

tian consciousness to be good and right (Rom. xiv. 6 ; 1 Tim. iv.

4, 5). He requires a care for the body, certainly within certain

prescribed limits (Rom. xiv. 6),—a care which nourishes the

powers of life without exciting impure lusts ; and he also demands

that the body should be dedicated as a living sacrifice, holy and

acceptable to God (Rom. xii. 1). (2) Also it is not asserted by

the apostle that the sinful element appears to him to be merely

something corporeal in its nature, and that every sinful impulse

is derived from the body. We may notice, on the one hand,

that with the most acute knowledge of mankind and the purest

moral ideas, he recognises as sin not only the merely sensual

emotions, but also those thoughts and actions which are not

explicable by any corporeal impulse, such as the antichristian

self-deification, which elevated itself above all that was sacred

(2 Thess. ii. 4) ; indeed, we see that he represents such thoughts

and actions as works of the crap^ (Gal. v. 20), and derives both

the errors of the Colossian ascetics (Col. ii. 18), and likewise the

divisions in the Corinthian Church (1 Cor. iii. 3 f.), from a voi<i

ri]<; aapKO'i. On the other hand, he comprehends too deeply the

contrast between good and evil to derive all sinful impulse from

the body merely, following in this the New Testament generally

(cf. John xvii. 16, 14, 6, 9 ; 1 John v. 4; Jas. i. 27). It is

the contrast between God and the world which Paul chiefly sets

forth (1 Cor. i. 20-28, ii. 12, iii. 19 ; 2 Cor. vii. 10 ; cf. 1 John

ii. 15, 16). He comprises all moral good in the love of God
(Rom. viii. 28) ; and what Christians are to renounce consists of

ungodliness and worldly lusts (Tit. ii. 12). From this contrast

results the other between the personal I and God and Christ,—

a

contrast which Paul lays much stress upon, according to which

the evil consists in a man " living to himself" (2 Cor. v. 15 ; cf.

Rom. xiv. 7 f
.

; Gal. ii. 20). It is evident that the apostle has

deeply recognised the selfish principle in sin, and has this in view

when he places the existence of sin in the a-dp^.

All these points are against the idea that Paul derived the im-

pulse to sin from the body alone ; and the passages, Rom. vii. 5,

23, 24, Gal. v. 19, where he appears to speak only of the sins

of the body, are no proof in its favour. There is, of course, a

whole class of sins, more or less gross in character, wliich take
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tlieir rise in bodily impulses, as soon, namely, as the corporeal

nature enters the service of selfishness ; and the bodily desires

have been also from the very first a certain excitement to selfish-

ness. Certainly Paul says, " In my flesh dwelleth no good thing"

(Rom. vii 18) ; he also describes the law which prevails in his

members as a law of sin. But this he may do without in any

way identifying with each other the sinful and the bodily, or

considering the sinful as something incrchj bodily ; because (1) it

is in the body that the selfish propensity which opposes the

divine will arises first and with peculiar power, and to the body it

most continuously clings
; (2) because this propensity generally

agrees with the bodily impulse in being directed towards that

which most pleases the individual, and in turning away from that

which the individual does not desire. This propensity itself is

therefore called o-«/3^, and the emotions and actions wliich spring

from it the e/jya rf;? aapKo<i (Gal. v. 19).

Xap^ is, first of all, the flesh properly so called in contrast to

tlie bones (Epk v. 30), and to the blood (1 Cor. xv. 50 ; Eph. vL

12) ; next, by a synecdoche, it means the whole body (1 Cor. xv.

39), particularly of man (Col. ii. 5 ; Eph. v. 29, cf. ii. 11 ; Eom.

xiii. 14 ; 2 Cor. iv. 11, vii. 1). Hence crap^ becomes further tlie

whole living being, the man, and iraaa a-ap^ is equivalent to all

men (Rom. iii. 20; 1 Cor. L 29 ; cf. Ts. Ixv. 1 ; Gal. i 16
;

Eiih. vi. 12). But the accessory idea of weakness is fur the most

part joined with it (Rom. iii. 20 ; cf. Gen. vi. 3) ; and hence are

derived the other, and for the most part metaphorical, definitions

of the idea. Thus capf moans that which is outward in contrast

to that which is inward (2 Cor. v. 10, xL 18; RhiL iii. 3); also

that which is inferior in power, duration, or value, and therefore

])erishable and decaying (2 Cor. .\. 3, 4 ; cf. Ps. Ixxviii. 39 ; Isa.

xl. G ; Heb. vii. 10 ; 1 Ret. i. 24) ; likewise the merely human in

contrast to the supernatural (2 Cor. x. 4 ; 1 Cor. iii, 3 ; 2 Cor.

i. 12 ; 1 Cor. i. 20 ; cf. John iii. and the com])arison of cap^ and

alfxa, GaL i. 10; Eph. vi. 12; Malt. xvi. 17). Finally, it in-

cludes the signification of that which is sinful, as contrasted witli

moral good, existing both in the I'oG? (Rnm. vii. 23, 25) and also

in the irvevfia (Rom. viii. 1-9, 12-10
; John iiL 6). Thus be-

cause <Tap^ generally describes man in his inferior and transitory

sido, wliich is foreign and ojiposcil t<> God, it seems the natural

d(ibi;^iiation for the seat of the biuful propensity ; in the <rap^
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sill shows itself with peculiar force and continuance, although all

sin is not of a bodily nature.

It is in favour of this conception of Paul's idea of the o-dp^ that

the apostle, as remarked above, appears, according to 1 Cor. ii. 1 4,

to place sin in the "^v^V- The "^v^rj, as the psychical principle,—

•

the spiritual j)rinciple in immediate connection with the body,—is

a contrast to the irvevfia in its highest potency. It is therefore

also the side peculiarly belonging to self in the life of man ; and

as the man in whom the aap^ rules is therefore ^jtv^lko';, it is

supposed that the nature of sin is peculiarly belonging to self, in

that it is sensual. This idea of the sinful propensity as adp^

further explains the connection between sin and death. We thus

understand how death is an inherited evil, and how the principle

of d/xapria through Adam's sin clings pre-eminently to the body,

and must be connected in a peculiar way with the propagation of

life, although the latter idea is nowhere so expressly intimated

by Paul as it is in John iii. 6. This propensity to sin developes

(Eom. vii 14) a power which results in a complete slavery

(vers. 15-25). Evil becomes a law (v6fj,o<;) for the unregenerate

man ; at the best there is but an inward although impotent inclina-

tion towards the law (Ptom. ii. 17 ; Eph. iv. 14). Nevertheless,

by the side of this propensity the higher tendency in man always

remains, not only where the Mosaic law rules (Eom. vii.), but also

•\vhere the purely natural consciousness of God (Eom. i.) rules

in us as a moral law, as among the Gentiles (Eom. ii 14), in con-

formity to the relationship to God which is in us (Acts xvii. 28).

In both cases the i^oO? of the inner man is opposed to sin ; but it

goes not further than a pleasure in good and a hatred of evil.

That which is good does not pervade the man, and he remains

the slave of his propensity ; some good actions may be done (Eom.

ii. 14), but good never becomes the principle of life.

The development of the propensity takes place by means of the

law (Eom. vii. 7-15). So soon as man is conscious of the law,

whether a positive law or not (Eom. ii. 14 f.), the propensity is

developed in its opposition to the divine will contained in the

law. The afiapria in itself previously exists in the (rdp^, but

only in the iirLOv/xla does it become a matter of fact which can

be experienced, therefore in the face of and through the law. It

was only undeveloped, veKpd, but now has become active. It is

therefore neither kept back nor hindered by the moral law, but

2F
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rather stinvd up to desire and action ; next, unblessedness devebipes

itself both externally and internally, or, in other words, ddvaro^

coiues (Rom. vii. 1 3). In this sense Paul speaks of the Trad/jfiaTa

Twv u/xapTioJv TO, Sia tov vo/xov (IJom. vii. 5), and says that " the

strength of sin is the law" (1 Cor. xv. 50), and that " without

the law sin were dead" (Rom. vii. 8). The development of the

consciousness of the moral law increasing together with this pro-

pensity, not only as an idea and conception of the law, but as

a delight in it appearing in the inner man (ver. 22), and even as

a kind of 6eXeiv (vers. 15, 16, 18, 21), only the more excites a

contest between the inward man and the propensity, and renders

the man the more conscious of the unhappy result of this contest

(vers. 15-23),—the slavery to sin. For in this ca.se the subject

(1) is conscious of his subordination to the divine law, and of his

inability to fulfil it, because his will is in slavery to the pro-

pensity to sin, and is "sold under sin" (ver. 14) ; (2) he is con-

scious of his sultjection to the evil propensity, and is unable to

give himself uj) to it unreservedly, because the consciousness of

the moral law warns him therefrom. Thus the individiial now
stands between these two opposites, gradually becoming fully

conscious of his misery, and that he is unable to rescue himself

from this position ; and so, by means of the law, the highest

thing which is possessed by man at this stage, the ufxapTia appears

both in its whole power, and also in its detestable character and

uiddessedness (Rom. vii. 13, v. 20). If the development of the

pr(j})cnsity is more closely considered, it is found to l)e partly

individual in tlie personal life of each, and partly following the

type of a life comnKin to all.

Firstly, the sinful pro})ensity is developed in individuals ac-

cording to the power and circumstances of each,—especially, how-

ever, according to the conscientiousness with which each applies

the means of help which are at his command. There is thus

establi.shcd a moral difference between individuals ; and even in

a merely natural s))here of action there aic some better and some

Worse, some comparatively righteous and conscientious, and some

wicked and unconscientious. But even among the better sort

there is not one who, by strict conscientiousness, had developed

lii.s morality to so gnjut an ext«M>t as might liave been possible

in spite even of his sinful propensity ; and so far all are in-

excusable (Horn. i. 20, iL 1. 15 IT.). And even in the best case.
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where there is the most sincere zeal for the law (Eom. vii. 14-25),

man cannot get over the contest between the i^oD? and the crap^,

between the slavish service of the law as regards the vgv^ and

the service of sin as regards the o-dp^,—there still remains an

impotent will and an overpowering propensity. The man remains

between the attractive power of the divine law, which works upon

tlie will as the vofxa rod vo6<;, and the influence of evil, which,

in spite of his OeXecv, he cannot overcome. There is a certain

Sovkeveiv v6[xw ©eov (ver. 25), but only as accompanied by the

actual committing of dp^apria ; therefore he remains raXaiiroipo'^,

a miserable, ^vretched man, in need of deliverance from this

position (ver. 24).

This propensity is also developed according to the type of a

life which is in common. Paul here distinguishes a twofold

sphere, that of the Greeks and the Jews. Among the lormer

immorality reigned, owing both to the suppression of the original

consciousness of God and moral feeling, and also through sensual

excess ; among them, therefore, there is ayvoLu in respect to that

which is divine and moral (Eph. iv. 17-19
; Eom. i. 21 ff ; Acts

xvii. 30). They can no longer hoKi[xdt,eiv that which is moral,

and their wisdom is darkened (Eom. i. 22 ; 1 Cor. i. 22). In

tlie Jewish community the BoKifidl^eiv exists in consequence of

the positive law (Eom. ii. 17 f.), also a knowledge of the true

God as a result of the theocratical revelation. Sin shows itself

here chiefly as an adherence to the merely outward form of the

law and theocracy, and in a mere outward observance of the posi-

tive precepts without any true life. There is therefore a glaring

and offensive contrast between the moral knowledge and feeling

and action, so that that which is looked upon as the national

glory is practically denied. Certain obstinate Jews desire to

assert their own righteousness in opposition to the gospel (Eom.

X. 3, ix. 31, 32) ; but, with all their zeal, they fail in attaining

salvation. All the various types of collective life of nations and

ages are united in the one great community of mankind, arising

from the connection with the first man, which is common to all.

This collective life of mankind is, however, divided into two

essentially different divisions : tlie first, formed by a common con-

nection with the first man apart from any transformation by

Christ, is the comviuniiy of sin and death (Eom. v. 12-21
; 1 Cor.

XV. 22); the second is mankind as transformed by Christ,

—

a
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community of nghtconsness and life (Rom. v. 21 ; 1 Cor. xv. 49, 22).

In the iirst point of view, the community of mankind is the

Ku(T^io<;, sometimes taken in its dominion over, sometimes in its

juxtaposition and contest with, the second divi.sion, and sometimes

as conquered by the latter ; therefore the term Koa^o^; sometimes

alternates, sometimes is combined with the term alcov ovto<: (Kom.

xii. 2 ; 1 Cor. ii. 6, 8), eVeo-rco? alu)v Troi^po? (Gal. i. 4), o aiQ}p

Tov Koa-fiou TovTov (Eph. ii. 2). The term K6afio<; involves the

view of the unconditional dominion of sin ; in the idea of the

aicov, which is contrasted with another, we have its qualification

and limitation.

The passage Eph. ii. 2 f is thus to be understood. The sin-

ful community of mankind is connected by I'aul, as in the Holy

Scriptures generally, with a sphere of sin spreading over mankind,

—a spiritual world of wickedness. Wliere Paul deals with sin

in connection with the doctrine of BiKatoavvr), he does not, indeed,

specially enter upon the subject of this kingdom of darkness.

On the other hand, in the Epistle to the Corinthians we find

much on this subject ; also in the Ejiistles to the Colossians and

Ephesians, and that to the Thessalonians.

In the first dogmatical portion of the Epistle to the Ephesians

(eh. i.-iii.), I'aid first considers salvation in Christ oidy in a

general point of view (ch. i. 3-1 4j. After an expression of thanks

(ver. 3), he brings forward the divine counsel as shown in tlie

choice (vers. 4-G), and the communication of the benefits of sal-

vation depending thereon. lie is led by the jirogross of his

subject to show what the power of CJod in Christ had done both

for his readers and likewise other believers, and, calling attention

to their previous jire-Christian j)osition, summons them to a com-

jiarison between their former heathen and now Christian position.

In ch. ii. 2 ff. we have a brief and comiirehensive description of

the entire I'aidine idea of sin. All nun were in a position of

death by means of sin (ver. 1): in this they once walked ere

they were cf)nverted to Chri.st (ver. 2). Sin was the ruling prin-

ciple of their moral conduct, and (ver. 3) the lusts and desires

springing from the sinful propensity were the element in which

they lived ; but in these lusts and desires a distinction is made
between the strivings of the <rap^ and of the mind. Accoixling

to this, all would bo of an individual character; b\it in ver. 2 a

more universal tyjie is named. The conduct of individuals is
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limited by the period of the world, consequently by the spirit of

the age—the moral state and customs of this world. This spirit of

the age has also another rule—the prince of the power of the air,

the spiritual^ power which rules in the air (cf Eph. vi. 12), the

habitation of which is the atmosphere and not the earth (cf § 86).

This power is a spiritual power, " which now worketh in the

children of disobedience" (Eph. ii. 2), i.e. in those who in unbelief

oj)pose the gospel Thus sin is, on the one hand, a variety of

trespasses through which man is subject to death in its manifold

significations (ver. 1) ; and, on the other hand, it exists in a pro-

pensity which is manifest in iTriOvfiiaa (ver. 3), sometimes in the

direct workings of the adp^, sometimes in those brought about by

the mind. The individual sins not only find their cause in an

habitual propensity, but they are likewise in connection with an

universal rule—the aloov rov Kocrfiov tovtov,—indeed, with its

prince. By means of all this we are reKva (pvaei 6pyrj<;, for sin is

not only a position of death as regards men, but is also a position

of unblessedness and of liability to condemnation. This is the

state of men in their pre-Christian condition. As regards the

Jews, Paul adds (pvcrei, i.e. in contrast to all that had been done

or had taken place from without, consequently in contrast to that

which they were through the choice of divine grace. Man,

therefore, by virtue of sin is veKpo<; and a subject of the divine

punishment ; both BiKULoavvT] and ^cot] are wanting in him.

S 77. The Lack of Righteousness in all Men— Tlie Divine Aetion

in reference to this Lack.

The divine opfyrj (cf. the reKva 0/37^9, Eph. ii. 3) is revealed by

God (liom. i. 18), although its complete revelation appertains to

the last judgment, and is therefore 0/37^ ip^o/xevr] (1 Thess. i. 10
;

Eom. ii. 5, 8). But there is thus a limitation of the opyrj by

means of the divine patience and long-suffering (Rom. iii. 20,

iL 4). This is an outflow from the richness of the divine good-

ness (ch. ii. 4), with the intention of giving the sinner time for

repentance. God's goodness is, in the first place, of a merely

negative character in respiting the punishment, so that the sins

committed before Christ are not punished (ch. iii. 25). God, in

the first place, passes them over in virtue of His avo-^rj and

/jiUKpoOv/iia. " The times of this ignorance God winked at" (Acts

xvii. 30), suffering all the Gentiles " to walk in their own ways"
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(Acts xiv. 10), \vitlu>ut interfering with any decided judcjment.

Here and there, liowever, as is said, liom. i 18, the 0/37^ is

actually revejvled, as by means of the conscience (Rom. ii. 15, 16),

This respite is, however, a limitation of the 0/37?;, which limitation,

inasmuch as it proceeds from xp-qaTorr^'i, aims at the salvation of

men, and not merely at a postjionement of judgment.

This limitation, therefore, carries with it a jjosiiive divine action

against sin, aiming at the salvation of man even before the

appearance of Christ. The starting-point of this divine agency

is the original revelation of God instituted at the creation (Eom.

i. 19 f.). We here find the assertion carefully set forth: (1.)

That even apart from any extraordinary revelation, and in con-

sequence of the circumstances in which he was placed from the

lieginning, utto Krla-eoi^; Koa-fiov, in which also the heathen were,

a right knowledge of God was possible for man, i.e. one opposed

to heathen idolatry
; (2.) That this knowledge of God depended,

objectively, on God's manifesting action (ver. 19), and, subjectively,

not on a material view of God, but on a rational reflection on the

divine operations, of which the world is the sum,— external

nature and the nature and history of man forming elements of

tliem. By all this the consciousness of God originally established

in man is awakened; and the more he makes the contents of the

world the subject of reiiection, and exercises himself in an honest

CJod-seeking frame of mind, the more powerfully and completely

will tliis knowledge be developed (Acts xvii. 27). By a defi-

ciency in these thoughts the knowledge of God is hindered and

religious truth is suppressed (Rom. i. 18, 21). Yet, even at the

best, this knowledge was imperfect (cf. 1 Tim. vi. 10), and is

.spoken of in a comparative sense, as also the statement of the

apostle that the heathen fulfil a natuml moral law (Rom. ii. 14).

As a su})stratum of tlie knowledge of God, nature and history are

frequently pointed at in tlie Old 'J'estament, as Ps. xix., cxlv. In

the New Testament, too, there are intimations of the same idea

(Acts xiv. 15, 10, xvii. 24-29; ^fatt. vi. 20, 28-30).

But tliis original knowledge of (Jod certainly has, by the guilt

of man, been darkened and perverted in heathenism, the ethico-

psychological origin of which is set forth by I'aul (Rom. i. 21 ff.):

of S 75. With the pre,suj)posed original revelation of (Jod is

W)nnect<?d tlie divine operation against sin, having as its aim the

Balvution of man. This is the divine agency as affecting the
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world, and directly embracing the whole of humanity,—the opera-

tion of God which maintains and rules the world, and guides

every development of humanity. Continually, in spite of the

prevalence of sin, God has not left Himself without witness as

regards men, but has gradually dispersed them over the earth,

and has so guided them, that, after they had more or less for-

gotten Him, they might seek and find Him, who was so near to

all, that in Him they lived, and moved, and had their being (Acts

xvii. 25-28, xiv. 16 f).

But God had not restricted Himself to this general course of

operation, but assisted it by another line of action at first applied

to the Old Testament theocracy. By this a peculiar relation is

established between the children of Abraham—those, namely,

springing from Jacob or Israel—and God as their covenant God.

This relation Paul highly esteems, stating it to be a peculiar pre-

eminence (Rom. iii. 1 f , ix. 4 f.). The nation are the children

of God (Bom. ix. 4, 5) ; to them belong the Bo^a (according to

some, the Bo^a &eov which dwelt in the temple, but perhaps

generally the glory of the theocratical nation), the covenants (the

oft-repeated covenant), the giving of the law and the divine ser-

vice involved in it, the promises combined with it, and the fathers

who stood in a close covenant relation to God. All these advan-

tages are (Bom. iii. 2) combined in one, " that unto them were

committed the oracles of God." The highest prerogative is, how-

ever, that this nation forms the substratum of the redemption and

was the immediate subject of Jesus' ministry. All these advan-

tages are also hinted at in Eph. ii. 12 ; and generally they are a

subject which the apostle several times expressly dwells upon, as

it was necessary for him to analyse the nature of this relation

in all respects. In the economy of the covenant relation, the

apostle distinctly distinguishes two periods, which are set forth in

Gal. iii.

The pre-Mosaic period is the patriarchal, depending upon the

divine revelation made to the patriarch of the Israelitish people,

by which the theocratical relation was established as a relation

peculiar to this people. This was done by the divine promise,

united with circumcision, as the sign and seal of the covenant

(Bom. iv. 13-21; Gal. iii. 16-22; Bom. ix. 4-8 t.). In this

pre-Mosaic period the promise was the chief matter ; and its

purport was, that Abraham was the heir of the world wliich
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shoiilJ come to him as inheritor, and that mankind should become
the chiltlfcn of Abraham. Therein is ])laced tiie whole (SaaiXeia

rov Geov, tlie Messianic kingdom. All was to devolve upon the

seed of Abraham in the first place, and stride on Christ (GaL

iii. IG), the Son being in a wider sense described as heir of all

things (Heb. i. 2). The Jews naturally interpreted the Kkrjpovofio^

Tov KocrfLov as a material domination of tlie whole world by the

.Tewi.sli nation ; but Paul interprets it spiritually, making Abraham
" the father of many nations," not merely materially but spiri-

tually, in the fullest sense, through the salvation in Christ, which

pas.sed on from Abraham's race to many nations under the con-

dition of faith. The evXoyia rov 'A/3pa(ifi is, that all the nations

of the earth were to receive a blessing wliich proceeded from him,

and were to rejoice in this blessing. Yet the promise is not a

one-sided one on God's part, it is an agreement (Gal iii. 17),

—

certainly in this passage in a peculiar sense as a testament, 8ia-

drjKT), cf. ver. 15,—also in the ordinary sense, and even in the

plural (Rom. ix. 4), the one theocratical part in the old covenant

having been concluded in more than one way, first in the patri-

arclial and Llien in the Mosaical period. Even in the patriarchal

times the promise was combined with a requisition wliich was sym-
bolized in circumcision ; but the promise was not given on account

of circumcision. This is shown by Paul in Pom. iv., thereby

removing the scruple against the BiKaioavvTj €k iriaTewi which

was cau.sed to the Jewishly inclined by the si)irit of theocracy,

which, depending on tlie law, made the divine favour consequent

on the fulfilment of its commands (Pom. x. 5 ; GaL iii 1 2).

Paul shows that the original foundation of theocracy was not

the law, but the promise given to Abraham, and given not on

account of any merit of works, but from free grace ; and that he,

from whom all the theocratical pre-eminence ot Lsracl sprung,

received the divine favour on account of his faithful trust in

God, e.s.sentially in the same way as the Christian attained to

ciKaioavvq, namely, hia rj}<; Trt'o-rea)?. Abraham's piety chiefly

con.sisted in his faithful trust. I'hree great acts of this trustful-

n(3ss have been recorded : hia going out from his fatherland in

accordance with the divine summons and promise (Heb. xi. 8-10);

h'\» faith in the promise ot a son (Heb. xi. 11); and, lastly, hi.1

r«jmliness, at the divine direction, to sacrifice tliis son, on wliom

tlic piomise of numerous descendants seemed to depend (Heb.
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xi. 17-19). God looked upon tliis faith as something good, as a

righteousness well-pleasing to Him ; and therefore he is called

the friend of God (Jas. ii. 23; Isa. xli. 8; 2 Chron. xx. 7).

Abraham's faith, of course, did not relate to justifying grace, but

to the God who, from free bounty, granted to him unmerited

favour. God's blessing always presupposes God's favour ; and

even in the Old Testament, as man is always looked upon as a

sinner, it involves also the divine forgiveness. Paul expressed

himself in this way about Abraham with special reference to the

Christian SiKaioavvrj and iriaTC'i, in order to show that what he

asserted in respect to salvation in Christ held good also in Abra-

ham's relation to God, namely, that it depended, not on merit,

but on God's grace and man's faith, and included both forgiveness

of sins and justification of the sinner before God. Thus does the

apostle link on the culminating point ot the divine dispensation

in Christ to its historical starting-point in Abraham. Paul lays

particular stress upon the point that circumcision was not the

ground of the acquisition of a special relation to God, but that

it was, on the contrary, only the sign and pledge of the relation

in which God on other grounds had placed Himself in respect

to Abraham and his descendants. Consequently also the first

groundwork of the Old Testament dispensation was an act of

God's free grace—the free choice of Abraham and his race (cf.

llom. ix. 7-13). It was so perfectly free, that all the children of

Abraham and Isaac were not included in this relation,—not on

account of any special guilt on their part, but only that the uncon-

ditional freeness of divine grace might thus be fully evidenced.

The Mosaical period is described as the v6fxo<; (Gal. iii. 1 7 ft".), in

which the circumcision was included. The law contains a series

of special divine requisitions, certainly with a promise added, but

merely in the sense that salvation belongs only to him who fulfils

the whole law (Gal. iii. 12 ; Eom. x. 5), whilst a curse rests upon

every one who continueth not in all things which are written in

the law to do them (Gal. iii. 10). The character of this Old

Testament dispensation is, according to Paul, strictly divine (Eom.

ix. 4). The law was given by God by means of angels, and pre-

sented to the people through Moses, a human mediator. That

angels ministered in the giving ot the law is to be looked upon as

an idea generally adopted by the Jews (cf. Acts vii. 53), under

the notion that God was profaned by any immediate contact with
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the M-ovld. This idea of God is not adopted hv Paul and Chris-

tianity generally ; but the intervention of angels in the giving of

the law is brought forward by him in order to intimate, taking a

standpoint conceded by the Jews, that this institution had at

least no pre-eminence over the institution of the prnniise. The

promise was given directly by God Himself; the law was not

directly given to the Israelitish people. It is, however, expressly

stated in Ex. iii. 2 that the angel of the Lord appeared in the

burning bush, but no mention of this is made in the giving

of the law. But the law was ordained not only through the

ministry of angels, but also by the hand of ]\Ioses, a human
mediator. The law was directly confided to him as the media-

torial representative of the whole people (cf. Acts vii. 35 ; Deut.

V. 5). The law having been ordained by God, although by the

hand of a mediator, to it belongs equally with the promise, but

therefore also in necessary agreement with the promise, the cha-

racter and dignity of a divine institution. In this two points are

involved : (1) Divine glory and inward holiness belong to the law

(Rom. ix. 4 ; 2 Cor. iii. 7-11). It was a divine revelation, and

therefore the divine splendour and fulness of light overspread

even Moses ; it was a divine lawgiving, and therefore a ho^a was

its attribute. The law is therefore divinely framed, holy, just,

and true (Rom. vii. 12), of a spiritual character (ver. 14), pro-

ceeding from God, and aiming at a spiritual life,—he only corre-

Sj>onding to the sj)irit and sense of the law who has the sjiiritual

circumcision of the heart (Rom. ii. 29). I>ut the law only pos-

sesses this divine distinction in that (2) it harmonizes with the

promise. It cannot be intended to disannul the promise (GaL

iii. 17, cf. vers. 15, 21, 1*.>, 20), for God is one. He it is who

hath given both the ])romise and also the law,—the God, indeed,

who is one and without contradiction in Himself. The two

institutions must therefore harmonize with each other ; and the

promise is the much older revelation, having been given 430 years

before the law. The law was given for another purpose, tcui^

7rapa/3d(Te(i)u -^dpiv. Its first aim was to ai)]ily a check to sin
;

but its first result was, that this positive law is infringed. The

law therefore lieramc the means of making man conscious of sin,

and thus of bringing it to maturity, and of conijiletely develojting

it Thus it can be said that the law was added on account of

transgression. This, too, agrees with the inner nature of the law,
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for the law is not able to give life (ver. 21): if it could, then

truly righteousness would come by the law. Consequently the

promise is not annulled by the law, the intention of which was

not to found a righteousness of the law, the law being to be

considered as a 7racSaycoyo<i et? XpiaTov. The position of man,

therefore, was not essentially altered by the law. The law was

Tinable to free man from the power of sin and death, for it was

hindered and weakened in its effects by man's evil propensity

(Piom. viii. 2) : it could not i^woiroLrjaai (Gal. iii. 21). So far the

]aw was but a form of religion which was adapted for the imma-

ture (Gal. iv. 1-3), and appropriate to the elementary life of

mankind still living in sin (ver. o), and to the poor and weak
rudiments of the world (ver. 9 ; Col. ii. 20). It certainly pointed

to something higher and better, thus showing itself to be some-

thing of a lower character. Thus it was the (tklo, rwv fxeWourwv

(Col. ii. 17), therefore intended to be temporary, until the seed of

Abraham came, to w^hom the promise was made (Gal. iii. 19), and

until the time appointed by the Father (Gal. iv. 2). The law is

that which is done away with and disappears (2 Cor. iii. 11) when
He shall arrive for whom the promise was intended (Gal. iii. 19),

when, instead of sin reigning unto death, grace through Jesus Christ

shall appear as the ruling principle in mankind (Rom. v. 21).

Thus even in pre-Christian times there was action on God's

part aiming at the salvation of man. Only with reference to this

aim, which is pointed at by the law, has God allowed the condi-

tion of sin or admitted it into His plan for the world. He has

not prevented this condition (Acts xiv. 1 6), and has even " winked

at it" (Acts xvii. 30). He passed over the sins committed during

the pre-Christian period (llom. iii. 25) ; but only with the inten-

tion of doing away with this condition by means of the redemp-

tion (Eom. xi. 32), and in the interval to make the law an agent

to prepare for the redemption (Gal. iii. 22-25). Certainly sin

would thus become more conscious and more developed, but the

consciousness of a need of redemption would be simultaneously

promoted and animated ; and, so far, sin finds a place in God's

counsel under the presupposition of redemption.

^ 78. Tlie Restoration of Riglitcousncss.

From the last paragraph, we see that Paul, in considering the

divine agency as regards man in the guidance ol the world, has
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referred it all to redemption as its aim and end, and tliat he lias

specially set forth how, in the Old Testament dispensation, (.iod

promised redemption (Rom. i 2), previously announced it (GaL

iii. 8 ; Fiom. iv. 23 f.), prefigured it by shadows (Col. ii. 17), and

psychologically prepared lor it (Gal. iii. 2-i). But the apostle is

not content with the connection established between that which

God did in Christ and wliat preceded it, but, reverting to the last,

teaches : (1.) That God, from eternity, in virtue of Jlis free will of

grace, ordained the redemption of man ; His counsel being, indeed,

hidden from man (1 Cor. iL 7 ff. ; Rom. xvi. 25; Eph. iii. 9;

Col. i. 2G), and made manifest but incompletely by the Old

Testament promise (Eph. iii. 5 ; Eom. xvl 2G), being first fully

revealed in its actual realization, consequently, through the gospel

as the word of this iullilment (Eph. iii. 5 ; Col. i. 26 ; Eoni.

xvi. 25 f.; 1 Cor. ii. 9 f.). Hence, in the passages quoted, this

divine counsel is styled a ixvari^pLov or fivaTr'jpiov tov ^eXr;/iaTo<?

avTov (Eph. i. 9). A fivaTi'jpiov is not something which is hidden

and remains so, but, having been hidden from men, is revealed to

them by God. Just as in Eom. xi. 25 one separate point in the

divine plan of salvation—the future conversion of Israel to Christ

—is styled by Paul a fivar/jpiov ; and likewise the statement (

1

Cor. XV. 51), " We shall not all sleep, but we shall all be changed;"

80 now the whole plan of salvation is thus characterized. This

counsel of God is an eternal one (Eph. i. 4) ; and although this

verse refers in the first jdace to the choice of individuals as par-

takers in salvation, still, if this choice of individuals existed irpo

KaTa/BoXi'j'i Koafiou, so also must have existed the fivarripiop rou

6€\i]p.aTo<i &eov in respect to salvation generally. Paul, then,

desires to intimate that redemption in Christ is not of a merely

incidental and momentary character, but that it is something

which formed an essential part of God's plan for the world.

This fiva-Tj}piov is made known to us Kara jtjv evhoKi'av avroO

(Ei)h. i. 9), which again is according to His free puri>ose. I'oth

in James and Peter we were referred back to an eternal, divino

will (Jas. ii. 5 ; 1 Pet. i. 2, 20); but in Paul we find a more

copious reference both of the general choice and also of tlio

choice of individuals to the eternal counsel of God, and thi.s

counsel has its prescribed destination in Christ (Ej)h. i. 4 f).

Th^t which (icMl has made known to us as to the /jLvaTr'jpiov tov

dtXijfMaTwi avTov refers to His oiKovofiia rov TrXrjpujp.aTO'i Tcii/
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Kaipwv (ver. 10), at the date when all the various epochs had

come to an end

—

ol Kaipoi—which God had settled in His eternal

will both as to duration and as to the events contained in them.

When all these terms had run out, then Christ appeared (Gal.

iv. 4), Kaipol<i ISloi^, i.e. at the date which had been ordained as

best fitting (Tit. i. 3), Kara Kaipov (Eom. v. 6). The divine

counsel for the redemption of man has therefore, as a counsel, a

reference to Christ, to Him who was to appear at the prescribed

date, after all the preceding periods had passed. The counsel goes,

indeed, so far as to gather together in Christ all things which are

in heaven or earth (Eph. i. 1 0). This counsel, then, embraces the

whole of humanity, the Gentiles no less than the Jews ; and it is

just tliis universality which Paul looks upon as a fivaT7]piov,

which was indeed intimated in the old covenant, but is revealed

completely in the new covenant, in Christ and through Christ

(Eph. iii. 6, 8). God is the God of the Gentiles as well as of

the Jews (Eom. iii. 29 f.), and Christ as the intercessor is the

Lord who is rich to all who call upon Him (Eom. x. 12).

Having thus seen that redemption was the fulfilment of a

divine counsel of grace which existed from eternity, which fulfil-

ment was developed organically in the fulness of time, it natu-

rally results that, (2.) The ereative agency of God also hears a

referenee to redemption. God's creative agency was also founded

on an eternal divine will, and therefore the counsels both of the

creation and the redemption of the world are connected together

;

the created world, being through sin at enmity with God and dis-

united in itself, is brought back to unity in Christ Jesus. This re-

ference to redemption in the divine creative agency is indubitably

set forth in the later Pauline epistles, most of all in Col. i. In

this epistle the argument of the apostle is directed against certain

theosophico-Judaistic errors, according to which the salvation of

men was to be realized through the intervention of some higher

spiritual agency, involving, therefore, an improper religious vene-

ration of angels (Col. ii. 18), and combined with this an anti-sen-

sual asceticism as a self-chosen worship of God (ver. 23). These

theories, by which the due position of Christ was annulled and

the whole nature of Christianity altered, are opposed by Paul, by

exalting the greatness of Jesus Christ as the one image of the

invisible God, and as the first-born of every creature (Col. i. 15),

and entering into a detailed exposition on the point. In his
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view, the creation of the world is thus to be looked upon : that

everythiufT was created in an inward, essential connection with

Christ (e'f avToi, ver. IG), and indeed both through Christ {8i

avrov) as the instrumental and intervening cause, and also el<i

avTov, so that the relation of everythinj^' to Him is not merely

mouientary but continuous, in order that everything sliall be in

a continual connection with Him, and shall assist in His glorifi-

cation. The world is therefore, by the creation, placed in this

metaphysical relation to Christ ; and not only is He the uninter-

rupted agent in the existence of the world, liut He is also, accord-

ing to CoL i. 18 if., the head of His body the Church, and through

Him everything is reconciled and made one.

The later epistles also express the same ideas, especially the

passage 1 Cor. viiL 6, God is represented here as the ultimate

supreme cause of all things, and the one Lord Jesus Christ as

the intervening cause of everything. Some expositors understand

the latter portion of the verse as referring to a moral creation.

But the context, and the Pauline idea of tlie Kvpio^, are not in

favour of this interpretation. Kvpio^ has not a mere reference to

redemption as the moral redemption ; but as, in Paul's view, the

redemption itself is not merely a redemption from sin, but also

from its consequences, and includes a positive glorification not

only of believing humanity, but also of the whole /rrt'o-t? with

which humanity is connected (Itom. viiL 19 ft'.), so the Pedeemer

also is so far Lord, iuasnmch as redemption generally, and not

only a moral spiritual salvation, is dependent upon Him,—He
cannot bring about redemption without being actually Lord of

all According to I'aul, He is not only the Lord from heaven

(1 Cor. XV. 47), and the Lord of glory (1 Cor. ii. 8), He also, as

Pedeemer, subdues Trdaau opxh'' 'f^' "rracav t^ovaiav kuI hvvaynv,

i.e. all miglit and power which ho.stilely opposes Cod in the uni-

vei-se (1 Cor. xv. 24-27), so that God has put all things under

Him. As Pedeemer, He has risen again, "that He might be

I>oid both of the dead and living" (Pom. xiv. U). It is then

evident that tlie term Kvpio<{ in the Paulino teaching embraces

more than Him merely who brings about moral salvation. l*anl

presupj)o.ses the realization of tiiis moral salvation, but includes

the idea that Ho who brings it about is also the Lord over all.

In glancing at the context of the ])assixgo 1 Cor. viii. fi, we see

tluit the apij-itlc's view is directed towards the whole world, with



DIV. II. § 78.] PAUL—THE RESTORATION OF RIGHTEOUSNESS 463

its whole contents, embracing every sphere of life : the question

is, whether there is a plurality of KvpLot, and deol in the world ?

And plainly it is not merely the complex of the moral creation

which is spoken of, but the complex of all things, the collective

existence of the world. This is quite undisputed as regards the

first portion of the verse,—how can it be said that, in the second, a

worldly existence is not in question ? Essentially the same idea

is expressed here as in Col. i. 16, according to which passage the

creation of the world stands in relation to Christ and to the work

of redemption. Hence Christ is the Mediator of redemption, be-

cause He was previously the Agent in the existence of the world.

According to our former paragraph, the jprinciple of redemption

is the redeeming grace of God, which in Jesus Christ presented

itself in the fulness of times in man's history. An essential

feature here is, that in Adam and his descendants sin was the

ruling principle, and as such producing death ; but in the period

of redemption grace is the ruling principle, and brings about

hiKaioavvT] and ^wr; al(x)VLo<i instead of sin and death, through the

intervention of Jesus Christ as our Lord (cf Eom. v. 15, iii. 24;
Eph. ii. 8, i. 7 ; Tit. ii. 11). XdpL<i is God's unmerited goodness

towards His creatures, especially towards sinful men. In its

more general signification it is expressed by dyaTn] (Eom. v. 8
;

Eph. ii. 4), and by xrV'^'^ott]'^ (Eph. ii. 7 ; Tit. iii. 4). The term

is most closely defined in Tit. ii. 11 : 77 %a/Ji9 rov &eov 77 acorr']-

pto<; ; cf iii. 4 : '^rjarorrji; Kal (piXavOpcoiria rov atoTripo^ tj/xcov

Geou. "EXeo^ specially denotes the divine goodness towards the

unhappy (Eph. ii. 4 ; Rom. xi. 31, 32). Eedemption is expressed

by acoaai, a-coOrjvat (cf 1 Tim. i. 15 ; Tit. iii. 5), and hence

awT7]pia (1 Thess. V. 9). Christ, therefore, is distinctively called

acorrjp (2 Tim. i. 1 ; Tit. ii. 1 3), although in the Pastoral Epistles

God is also so called, as the final cause of redemption and the

Sender of Jesus Christ (1 Tim. i. 1, ii. 3, iv. 10; Tit. iii. 4).

The expression aTroXvTpcoai^, often used by Paul, denotes the

mode of redemption as a ransoming (Eom. iii. 24 ; Eph. i. 7). It

refers to the liability to punishment, and includes the forgiveness

of sins, combining therefore the idea of awdrivav with the closer

definition of a crcodijvai diro t?}? opyTj^; (Eom. v. 9). From what
has gone before, we see that, as explained by Paul, redemption is

essentially brought about by Christ, and that all that is contained

in redemption proceeds from and is grounded in Him, ultimately.
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however, of course in God. The rauline teaching as to the redemp-

tion is based, therefore, upon Christ as the Picdeeiner, and we got

the following divisions : (1.) Jesus Christ the lledeemer, His person

and oliice
; (2.) liedemption itself as the completed work of Christ

;

(3.) The reference to God in this teaching as to redemption.

^ V9. Jesus Christ (he Redeemer—His Person.

In Paul's teaching as to the person of Christ in f/oicrcd, he

does not place the Christolugical element in the foreground. We
may see how strongly the anthropological element prevails in

Paul's views, by noticing liow much of the Epistle to the Gala-

tians is devoted to the relation between the law and the gospel,

and how little is ex profcsso taught as to the person of Christ (Gal.

ii. 20, iv. 1-7). This subject is more dwelt upon in the Epistle

to the Romans ; but if we consider the extent of its dogmatic

exposition, we find the passages relating to tlie person of Christ are

but scanty as compared with the anthropological element. The

deficiency in the Christology is nevertheless only comparative,

and does not prevent the apostle, who derives all redemption

from Christ, from reverting in many instances to His person.

And by the fact that Paul always sets this forth as essentially

the chief matter (cf. liom. v. 12-21
; 1 Cor. xv. ; Ptom. viii. 3;

Gal. iv. 1-7 ; Eph. L 0, 10, 10 ; CoL i. 13-22), we are justified

in giving it the first place in our exposition of his teaching.

Paul also does not omit to adopt into his teaching the chief

points of Christ's historical appearance upon earth, including the

subsequent exaltation, and asserting fur it an essential relation to

redemption as the work of Christ in a more complete and detailed

mode than Peter's. Fur whenever Paul derives redemption from

Christ, it is always pre-eminently, and almost always expressly,

Jisus Christ, vlio died, ruse mjain, and is exalted for vs. Ho abso-

lutely and essentially does Paul combine redemption and the effects

of redemption in believers with the ])erson of Christ, that lie sliows

the greatest predilection for uniting it not only with tlie nature of

His person, but also with all the chief plui.ses of His appearance.

His lowliness and His exaltation, His sufT(M-ings and deatk This,

and also the fact that Paul had in view to represent the pecu-

liarity of Christianity, and therefore the work of redemption in

all its distinction from the Old Tesfanient dispensation, are tlie

causea why he was conii)elied, more than IV.'ter, to dwell upon the
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inner nature of the person of Christ as distinguished from all

other men. We have, indeed, found Peter expressing most

decisively that Clirist is the only sinless One, and the Prince of

life ; but he does not go beyond this in definite explanation as

to the inner nature of the person of Christ. This explanation

is exactly what we find in Paul. He desires to represent that

it is a general need of mankind that they should be reconciled

and redeemed,—a need, indeed, which is satisfied in Christ alone,

who is something new and higher as regards both all the descend-

ants of Adam and also the entire universe (the latter idea is

chiefly set forth in the Epistle to the Colossians). In contexts

of this kind we find the principal Christological references in

the Pauline epistles ; they are more rare when called forth by

special motives (Phil. ii. 4 ff. ; 2 Cor. viii. 9
;
passages in which a

practically didactic aim inspires them).

As regards Paul's sjjecial teaching as to the nature of the per-

son of Christ, its human aspect is, in the first place, often brought

forward, and Christ is very decidedly considered as man. He is

born of woman (Gal. iv. 4) ; of the theocratic race of Israel, a

descendant of David and Abraham (Kom. ix. 3-5, i. 3 ; 2 Tim.

ii. 8 ; Gal. iii. 16), and therefore made under the law (Gal. iv. 4)

;

living like man upon earth, especially in all human lowliness

(Phil. ii. 7, 8 ; and thus the aap^ in Pom. i. 3 is to be taken as

an expression of the collective existence of mankind) ; He was

crucified (1 Cor, i. 23; 2 Cor. xiii, 4); was dead and buried

(1 Cor. XV. 3, 4), and rose again on the third day (1 Cor. xv. 4,

both " according to the Scriptures ") ; He was exalted to heaven

at the right hand of God (Eom. viii, 34 ; Col. iii, 1 ; Phil. ii. 9-11;

Eph. i. 20-22). These points in His earthly life are, however,

not mentioned merely as such, but as facts by which redemption

was brought about. Very frequently, too, even His human
nature and life's history are so mentioned, that it is evident that

the apostle desires to describe Him not as mere man, and that

humanity is ascribed to Hun in a peculiar sense. The appella-

tion of man simply is very seldom applied to Christ by Paul.

Besides 1 Tim. ii, 5, where the Toan Christ Jesus is mentioned as

the Mediator between God and men, we find in the earlier epistles

the passage 1 Cor, xv. 21, where, however, the parallel with the

first man Adam asserts for Christ a peculiar position as regards

the rest of mankind. Therefore in the same connection (vers.

2 G
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45-49) there is ascribed to ITiin, as the t<j-)(a.ro^ 'ABufM or Bev-

Tepo<{ avOpcoTTo^, a very essential pre-eminence over Adam the first

man. The same relation exists in PionL v. 15-21, where Adam
appears as tlie ti^tto? of Christ, both being starting-points of a col-

lective life among mankind. But, on the otlier hand, vers. 15-17

show, in addition to this similarity, a twofold difference, the con-

trast presented by the two kinds of collective life, one being de-

struction, the other being salvation ; and also the superiority of the

effects produced by Christ. Tiie different causes of these effects

are also set fortli (sin and grace, ver. 15
;
judgment and free

gift, ver. 1 6) ; also tlie mode of the effect (death and salvation,

vers. 15, 17). In all tliis Christ excels His type. That a mere

moral relation is not intended here is evident from a comparison

with 1 Cor. .\v. 47-49. The first man was a ^v')(i^ ^coaa, but the

second Adam is a irveCfxa ^cooiroiovv (ver. 45), and therefore not

of earth, but heavenly,—indeed, " the Lord from heaven " (ver. 47).

Christ is, too, eiKcov tov Geov (2 Cor. iv. 4), so that the glory of

God was reflected or manitested in Ilim (ver. G) ; in the midst

even of His humiliation, wlien He was crucified. He was Kvpiot

rfj'i 8of»?? (1 Cor. ii. 8). Paul, moreover, asserts the absolute

sinlessness of the person of Christ : He is 6 firj 71/01/9 ap-apriav,

that is. He had not experience of sin as personal sin in Himself

(2 Cor. V. 21 ; RonL v. 18 ; PhiL ii. 6). The SiKaicofia, i.e. the

action which through its righteousness supplies the want of

another (Pom. v. 18), is perhaps mentioned with special refer-

once to the one action of Christ's death, but so mentioned, that

this deed of obedience is considered by Paul as only the culmi-

nating point of a wliole life lived in complete unbroken obedience

towards God (cf. Phil, il 8). The idea of sinlessness is also

involved in that of a sacrificial offering, which must be faultless,

and also in the consideration of Christ as the founder of a new

life, free from death ; for as deatli came by sin, so tliis life must

fon)e by its contrary. The Kvpios t^ ovpavov, who is the wvevfia

fyiOTTOiovv, must therefore be siidess. Sinlessness seems so neces-

sarily united with Paul's idea of Christ, that it may thus be ex-

plained why there are so few passages in which lie expressly sets

it U>vi\i. In those passages also wlii-re Christ is not spoken of as

the first man, Paul suppo.ses some higher element besides the

Iiunian in the j)erson of Christ. This is specially evidtnit in Pom.

i. 3, where Christ is designated the Son i>f God even in the lower
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element of His personality : tov yevo/jievov eic a-Trep/xaTo^ Aa^lS,

Kara adpKa (of. Eom. ix. 5 ; Gal. iv. 4).

As to the human nature of Jesus, the apostle expresses himself

with some caution, indeed with a certain amount of restriction.

In 1 Tim. iii. 16 it is briefly said of Him, ijtavepwd'q iv aapKi.

Here, however, the idea of the aap^ denotes the vehicle of the

manifestation more than the nature of the person appearing. On
the other hand, the expressions in Phil. ii. 7, 8, iv ofioidofiarc

avdpcoTTcov yevofievo^; koI a-^ijfiaTC evpeOel'i ci? av6pwTro<i, are of a

more cautious character, because He is not merely man, but His

becoming man is made a self-renunciation. Paul, however, goes

further in Eom. viii. 3 : God sent His Son, not only clad in aap^

generally, but more exactly in a a-dp^, which is in the likeness of

aap^ dfxapTLa<i, i.e. is similar to the sin-burdened crap^ of existing

humanity ; still it is not precisely and simply the same crap^ as

ours. And its being said that He was /x^ 'yvoii^ dfiapriav must

be understood as implying that He had not even the afxapria

natural to the cydp^,—not only that He was without actual sin,

but also that <xap^ which, as we are already aware, is the foun-

dation of all actual iinOvpila and dfiapria.

Another question now arises, which has been lately a subject

of discussion. If Christ, although a descendant of Adam Kara

adpKa, had not the principle of death in Him, how was it possible

for Him to die ? Baur thought that this could only be explained

by the presupposition that, however much the ideas of flesh, sin,

and death are mutually conditional, yet, on the other hand, the

aap^ by itself alone may be looked upon as mortal But, accord-

ing to Paul, Christ died only on account of sin (Eom. vi. 10).

Of course He had not the aap^ which is subject to death—the

crdp^ diiapTta<i, and therefore also of Oavdrov and TaiTecv(iO(reo)<i

(Phil. iii. 21). He had put on the adp^ only as a o/jLoicofia o-apKot

dfiapria'i (Eom. viii. 3) ; and it would therefore doubtless have

been in His power, by means of the principle of life dwelling in

Him, to glorify His <rdp^ without dying, just as it was afterwards

glorified by His death and resurrection. His not having done

this forms an element in His self-renunciation and humiliation :

in this point, of His own free will He made Himself equal to us,

and by His voluntary death placed His a-dp^ in a relation to sin

and death which in itself it did not intrinsically possess.

We still have to discuss the idea of the adp^ in the person of



4C3 THACIIIKG OF THE ArOSTI.ES. [I'AKT 11.

Jesus, with reference to certain opinions wliicli have been ex-

jiressed on the suliject. It has been thought (Zeller, Tkcol. Jahrb.

i. 1) that the crdp^, which is of course most usually named when

the incarnation even of the higher principle is spoken of, is to

be taken in a quite exclusive sense, and that tlicrefore a mere

human corjjoreality is to be ascribed to Christ, to the exclusion of

a Imman soul. Tliis idea is thought to apply to the New Tes-

tament generally, but especially to the teaching of Paul In

opposition to this opinion, it may be said, as is in fact allowed,

tliat the idea of the cap^ is of a far more comprehensive cha-

racter, and is in no way limited to the mere body, but includes

human nature generally, expressing as it does the whole idea of

man's sinful nature. At all events, therefore, the o"a/j| viay be

understood more comprehensively. But this comprehension be-

comes almost a certainty when we notice how, in Paul's view,

corporeality is always considered as inseparable from the '»|^u%';,

that aoj/j-a as troj/xa is also ^v)(^lk6v (1 Cor. xv. 44), and that tiie

•<^vyr) ^waa is placed with it (ver. 45 ; cf Horn. iii. 20). This is

so invariably the case, that the idea aapiciKo<i in the sense of

sivfid includes in itself the idea ^v^lko';. An appeal has

further been made to the complete harmony between this idea

of Christ's assumed humanity being mere corporeality and the

work of redemption. It is said tliat, in Paul's view, redemption

consists in the (rdp^, as the principle of sin, being deprived of its

power by tlie death of Christ, and that the work of redemption

was, con.scquently, merely the laying down of the bodily life.

But, in the first place, redemption includes another essential,

wliicli leads us much further, viz. the spiritual regeneration which

is followed by the bodily glorilication. But even the death of

Christ in itself presupposes something further, as its redeeming

character nmst certainly consist in something more than the

mere putting an end to a oup^ : it must, on the contrary, be a

moral action which requires a spiritual principle in the nature of

the incarnate One which is suscejUililc of obedience. His work

5ij)pears to have Ijcen an act of moral oliediencc of this kind

(Pioni. v. 18 ir. ; PhiL iL 8). AVliat He must have been for this

end is expressed in the context of the latter passage in the words,

fj.op(f))ju covXou \n/3<ov (ver. 7). AVlicn, hereunto, He took upon

Hiui the ofiotojfMa ui'dpamai/, there was certainly involved the

assumption of a ^v^t]
; for only through it, could He be a 8ovXo<;,
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—not through the aap^ alone, and also not in His higher nature,

to which the position of Sov7y.o'i is altogether alien. Besides all

this, the hypothesis of His complete humanity is also involved in

the way in which the apostle so emphatically sets forth the sin-

lessness of Jesus.

We may now adduce as an element in Paul's teaching, that

in the manifested Christ there was a pre-existing divine prin-

ciple, and, indeed, a personal principle which in the fulness of

time entered into humanity, and in this way assumed the 6ixoloi[ia

aapKO'i afxapTLa^ (Eom. viii. 3), and thus became like to men, yet

without sin. But being sent by God in this " likeness," His cap^

was a mortal but not a sinful cdp^
;
yet because it was mortal, it

was subject to the likes and dislikes of a mortal corporeality, and

so far led to a capability of temptation in Christ. But in virtue

of the fulness of divine life which was in Him, He subdued the

whole development of any temptation to sin, and by the special

spiritual power of life in Him glorified this crdp^, although it was

the ofiOLO/jLa aapKO<i Qfiaprla^.

Our consideration of the Pauline conception of the human side

in Jesus has shown us that the apostle ascribes to Him, even as

man, a distinguished position as regards the rest of humanity : cf.

Eph. i. 20-23, where He appears as one who appeared humanly,

but through death was exalted over all. We now have to consider

those passages in which the apostle dwells plainly on the super-

natural side in the person of Christ. Among these are the Chris-

tological passages. Col. i. 15-20 and Phil. ii. 6-11. Here the

higher element takes the lead, and the lower follows. Because

this is so decidedly the case in the later epistles only, an infer-

ence has been drawn that the different passages were based on a

different idea of the person of Christ. Some look upon this as

only a development of Paul's doctrine ; but others have con-

sidered the two elements as irreconcilable, and that the lower

idea belongs to the earlier, and the higher idea to the later epistles
;

that Paul's idea of Christ appears to be of the one man in whom
the Spirit ol God pre-eminently worked, and that this idea became
elevated at a subsequent period to that oi divine greatness

; that

the idea of the pre-existence was not a Pauline one, and that the

later epistles in which this idea is set forth are therefore non-Pauline.

But these opinions as to the Christology ot the older epistles

ai'e not justified by the results oi exact investigation. On the



470 TEACHING OF THE AI'OSTLES. [I'ARr 11.

contrary, the earlier will be found to cont^ain the same exalted idea

of Christ as the later epistles, although this idea is only intimated

in isolated passages, and not so purposely laid down. The pas-

sage Eom. i. 3 f. has been much appealed to in order to show

that Paul looked upon Christ as a man endowed with the Spirit,

and after His death divinely exalted ; but no proof of this is

afforded by the passage. Paul here distinguishes two sides in

the person of Christ, by applying to the common subject ujo?

Oeov, a denomination peculiar to each of the two predicates, in

respect to which name the predicate is suitable. As certainly,

therefore, as the <Tap^ was not something merely working in

Christ, but was a constituting element of His person in His

earthly life, so was the Tvev^ia something which formed an ele-

ment of His person. The irveufxa uyicoavi'Tj'i is also something

different from what is elsewhere called irueOfxa dyiov ; and this

particular term is purposely selected here. It must not be ex-

plained as merely the principle of life in its widest acceptance
;

but the TTvevfta, which was an element in the person of Christ, is

the 7rvev/j.a of uyiwaw-q as it occurs in the LXX.—divine subli-

mity, the attribute of the ^'Hi? (of the author's Tuhingcr Weih-

nachtsprogramm for 1834). It must not be said that Christ is

attested as the Son of God by the irveviia ayicoa-umjt, but that

Ciirist, inasmuch as He is the irvevfia ayioiavvrjq, has been shown

to be the Son of God by the resurrection. Thus Christ is, on

the one hand, (rdp^ ; and, on the other, an exalted divine Spirit.

It is an important point that the Christology of the older epistles

confirm our interpretation, as they nowhere state that the trveOfia

u-as operative in Christ, but that Christ Himself was the life-giv-

ing Spirit (1 Cor. xv. 45),—indeed, that He is to vvevfia (2 Cor.

iii 17 f.). Therefore it is most decidedly the doctrinal form of

the two Epi.stles to the Corinthians, that Christ is the Ixird = the

Spirit, or tlie life-giving Spirit. Thus I'aul calls the Spirit dwell-

ing in believers the Trvevfia Xpiarov, so that Ciirist Himself dwells

in them (Rom. viii. 9; Ei)h. iii. 17; Gal. ii. 29). By interpret-

ing Horn. i. 3 f. in the above-named sense, wo are conseciuently

«piitc in harmony with the older ejtistles generally. AVe are thus

led back to the definitions of the older epistles which we before

mentioned : Christ is the Kvpio<{ i^ ovpavov (1 Cor. xv. 45), the

I>nnl of glory, the image of (Jod. eiKtav &eov (2 Cor. iv. 4). In

addition, Cliriat, as pre-existcnt, was ellicacious long before His
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human appearance, namely, in the journey of the Israelites

through the wilderness (1 Cor. x. 4). He is, indeed, the one

Kvpco<i Sc' ov TO, irdvra (1 Cor. viii. 6). He is the pre-exist-

ing One who appeared upon earth, having heen sent by God

(Eom. viii. 3 ; Gal. iv. 4). The " sending " seems to point to

the lower idea of Christ, but we must take into account the

addition, that He came " in the likeness of sinful flesh." The

apostle, then, does not look upon Him as originally and essen-

tially man ; but that His human appearance was something of

a secondary nature, the aap^ being an addition to that which

Christ was before. Not only is Jesus shown to be a pre-exist-

ing principle by the thus modified idea of His being sent, but He
is expressly declared to be so in 1 Cor. viii. 6, where it is said

that by Him all things exist. He is the image of God, and is

the Spirit, the divine life (certainly as an exact image) ; He is

also the principle which makes alive, from whom all life goes

forth to the world, that is, by His agency. The nature which is

here ascribed to Christ is exactly that which He must possess in

order to be a Redeemer, so that all life, all sanctification, and all

making free, proceed from Him.

In turning to the Christology of the later epistles, we find that

the Epistle to the Ephesians sets forth, in the first place, only the

resurrection and ascension which followed the death of Christ,

and surveys His nature and dignity from the lower side as de-

veloped in His history (Eph. i. 20-23) ; but the epistle also con-

tains a passage, ch. iv. 8—11, according to which this exaltation

of Christ after His death was preceded by a lowering, a descend-

ing down to earth, which must be based on an original condition

of exaltation. Paul, in quoting in ver. 8, Ps. Ixviii. 18, shows

that if, in the Old Testament, it was a result of the exaltation of

God that men should offer to Him gifts of homage (Ps. Ixviii. 1 8 ;

Isa. Ix. V), the same results follow the ascension of Christ (1 Pet.

ii. 5 ; Rom. xii. 1). But these gifts of homage presuppose God's

gifts of grace to men, and Paul makes the participation of them

dependent on the ascension of Jesus ; so also Jesus Himself

(John xvi. 7, cf. vii. 37), and Peter (Acts ii. 33, cf 32). Through

this exaltation Jesus became the head of the Church (Eph. i.

22, 23) ; but this exaltation presupposes a humiliation, which

again points back to a previous condition of sublimity.

This mode of viewing the subject is very prominently brought for-
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vard in the Epistles to the Philippians and Colossians. In Phil.

ii. G—11, the apostle, in his exhortation to humble self-denial and

self-renunciation, reverts to Christ as a model He starts from

Christ's original likeness to God, and the position and circum-

stances corresponding to this likeness, and then speaks of His

appearance on earth as a self-renunciation, and also of His self-

humiliation to death, even the death of the cross, which was

followed by His exaltation. It is at all events certain that the

superhuman dignity, elvai laa Qeu>, which Paul ascribes to Christ

after Ilis death, is not something absolutely new, but that He
previously was eV fj-opcfifj &eov. Here, therefore, we have the

same view which we find amply set forth in the older epistles,

and especially also in the Epistle to the Ephesians,—that there

was an original exaltedness, from which Christ lowered Himself

to His eartldy existence. The view taken of His higher nature

and its pre-existence is still more fully developed in Col. i 13-20

(cf iL 9, iiL 1—4). In Col. i. 13 the apostle commences with

the idea of Christ as the Son of God's love, and then goes on to

describe His person more closely. As regards God, He is eUcov,

i.e. He in M'hom the glory of God is reflected (cf 2 Cor. iv. 4
;

Heb. i. 3 ; John xiv. 9), who, on the one hand, has in Himself

the likeness to God (Phil. ii. 6), and, on the other, reveals to the

world the invisible God. I'oth these ideas are involved in the

term " image." He is also the TrptuToro/co? TracT;? /rrtVeo)?, who
is the chief heir in whom full power dwells, so that everything is

by Him,—a figure which is borrowed from the civil view of the

first-born among the Hebrews as the lord over his brethren, and

is applied to the relation of Jesus to believers first, and then to

the whole of creation. All was created through Him, and the

liigher spirits are especially mentioned under the terms 6p6i>oi,

etc. From the consideration of His relation as Ke(f)aX7} to the

Church, the apostle reverts to a collective view of His person.

At the conclusion of ver. 18 he compri.ses all together, and

grounds tliis inclusion on the on in ver. 19, thus glancing at the

divine counsel which is set forth in ver. 19 in relerence to Jesus'

l»er.son, and in ver. 20 in reference to His work, that all ful-

ness dwells in Him, and that all things should be reconciled

through Him According to this, Christ is in an absolute sense

tlie exact image of the invisible God, so that, indeed, thi:5

predicate peculiarly applies to Him ; and He, as regards Traaa
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Kria-t<;, is not the first among His like, Lut is the " first-born of

every creature," in the sense that all was created by Him,—that

all things both in heaven and earth were created both by and for

Hun, and that by Him all things consist.

The cause which induced the apostle to set forth this universal

position of Christ and His pre-existent nature was the prevalence

of the theosophical Judaistic error, which ascribed to the higher

world of spirits a position which was due only to Christ, viz. that

the fellowship of man with God was brought about by them (Col.

ii. 18, 19, cf. X. 15). In the older epistles, the apostle dealt

with anthropological questions, and was therefore only indirectly

led to speak of the Christology ; but now the opposition to false

doctrines induced him to enter upon the exaltedness of the person

of Jesus, and to dwell thereon. Thus an advance in the Christo-

logy is by no means a sign of non-Pauline matter : it is only the

detailed setting forth of the teaching which we find laid down
essentially in the germ in 1 Cor. viii 6, 2 Cor. iv. 4. One and

the same fundamental view of this subject pervades aU the

epistles from the older to the later,—that Christ is a pre-existing

divine principle, who entered upon an earthly human life.

But now the question arises : What is Paul's view of this

higher principle in Christ as the pre-existing One ? (1.) Is

this pre-existing principle of a created nature, or not ? Plainly

not in Paul's view. If an attempt is made to show, from Col.

i. 15, that the 7rp«TOTo/co9 Trdarj'i /cTurew? is co-ordinate with the

KTi(n<;, it must fail in reference to the context (vers. 16, 17),

according to which all things were created through Him and for

Him ; and He is consequently removed out of the complex of

all that is created. His existence, therefore, is not conditional

on the existence of the world, as is that of every other creature

on its creation ; on the contrary. He is Himself the creative

principle (Bi ov). Consequently, in the intention of the Epistle

to the Colossians, this pre-existing principle cannot itself have

the nature of a creature. This is stiU more clearly evident from

CoL ii. 9 : ^cott^? is here not God, but the Godhead, the divine

nature ; and 7r\^pa)/jLa t^? ^eoTT^ro? is everything that constitutes

the being of God. But the word c7&)/iaTt/i'&>9, which cannot be

merely = actually, points to something creature-like. This Christ

is, however, the whole Christ, and not merely the pre-existing

;

and therefore everything by which the Godhead is complete dwells
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in Christ not typically hut (Tco/jLaTiKco<;, so that this fulness itself

is expressed in a human aco/xa. The higher element in the

historical appearance of the Redeemer is consequently Trdv to

'rr\i'ipa)fia t>;<? ^60x77x09, the divine nature or being. Combine
with this what is said as to the operations of Christ (CoL ii. 10,

iii 4, 11, i. 20-22, 27), where He is represented as the universal

head, and element of life, and we shall readily perceive that these

are predicates which could not be asserted by Paul in the case of

any created being. We must also compare Eph. i. 6, 7, 10, 23,

iv. 10, where similar attributes are ascribed to Christ. From the

Epistle to the Philippians we may no less decisively perceive that

Christ cannot have been looked upon as of a creature-like nature :

elvai laa Seoi, and religious adoration on all sides, even from the

highest created beings, is ascribed to Him (Phil. ii. 6, 10, 11).

If, moreover, we consider Paul's opposition to everything of a

heathenish character, and his whole education in a strictly mono-

theistic school, it must appear a great contradiction if he looked

upon Christ as a creature.

The older epistles, indeed, assert a dependence of Christ on

God (1 Cor. iil 23, xi. 3, xv. 24, 28), and this is involved in the

idea of the relation of a son to a father ; but, on the other hand,

these epistles give Him attributes of such a nature that it would

be impossible to assume that Paul considered Christ, in His pre-

existent nature, to be a creature. Christ is in His nature " a

quickening Spirit" (1 Cor. xv. 45); He is indeed the Spirit (2 Cor.

iii. 1 7) ; He dwells in believers as the quickening and sanctifying

Spirit (Rom. viii. 9-11); He is the Judge who revealeth even

the counsel of the heart (1 Cor. iv. 4 f
.

; Rom. ii. 16, xiv. 11
;

2 Thess. L 7-10). He it is through whom, not only all redemp-

tion, but all existence, which has its fii*st origin in God, is brought

about (1 Cor. viil 6). He is the Lord of living and dead, to

whom Christians belong both in life and death, and whom they

serve. He is indeed so far the principle ot their life, that they

themselves no longer live, but Christ in them (Rom. xiv. 7-0,

18; (JaL ii. 20). Paul desires grace and peace for his readers,

not only from God the Father, but also from the Lord Jesus

Christ (Rom. i. 7) ; thanks to God are given through the agency

of Christ (Rom. i, 8 ; Col. iii. 1 7) ; and it is the aim of life in

believers that Iho name of Christ should be glorified in them

(2 Thess. iL 14; Phil. i. 20). Christ is indeed so much the
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object of religious invocation, that it is essential to the idea of a

Christian that he should call upon the name of Jesus Christ

(1 Cor. i, 2; Eom. x. 12); and Paul himself prays to Christ

(2 Cor. xii. 8). Indeed, the very term Kvpco<;, so constantly used

as the characteristic designation ot Jesus Christ, is here of great

importance ; for in heathen usage " lord and king" was the de-

signation of the highest God, and in the Old Testament '"'in!! is

translated by Kvpio<;. If we put all these things together, it is

very plain that we may not assume that Paul looked upon Christ

in His pre-existing nature as a created being. When he places

Christ in juxtaposition with God the Father, when, in 2 Cor.

xiii, 14, he speaks of the threefold causality of salvation, he in

fact sets Christ above the whole complex of the world, and thus

above humanity. It would seem that the Pauline epistles go

even further than this, and that they expressly designate Christ

as 0eo9. "We are thus led to another question, IVliether, in PanVs

view, Christ in His higher nature is directly God ?

Some of the passages in which Christ appears to be called God
plainly bear this meaning only in appearance, such as Tit. i. 3,

ii. 1 0, iii. 4, for it is evident that the Father is here described as

aonTrjp
; and some are not stringently demonstrative. With regard

to the latter, in the passage Tit. ii. 13 the reference to Christ

would be probable, grammatically speaking ; for the article is only

placed once, and consequently in classical usage the two ideas

would be combined. It must, however, be allowed as possible

that the article not having been placed a second time may be an

inaccuracy. In the passage 1 Tim. iii. 16 the reading ©eo? is a

doubtful one. In our opinion o? is the more probable reading, by
which it appears clearly that the Redeemer was a higher pre-

existing being, who was made manifest in the a-dp^. The most

important passage is Eom. ix. 5, when the connection and the

philological points are entirely favourable to the reference of 0eo9

to Christ, In the first part of the verse Christ's human side is

spoken of, and it would seem quite proper that His higher nature

should follow on to it. The other interpretation which refers

0eo? to God the Father leads to a philological difficulty. If by
ev'ko<yrjTo<; a doxology be intended, and if the verb ia-rlv or eLT) is

understood, this adjectivum verhale should, as a rule, precede the

subject (2 Cor. i. 3) : it follows, however, when the verb is

actually expressed (Piom. i. 25). The point is not whether, in
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short propositions generally, and in doxolocjios especially, tlie

subject can precede, but whether evXoyTjTot can come after when
the verb is not expressed. The usage as to this point is constant

throughout the whole Greek literature; and if Ps. Iviii. 19 be

considered as an exception, it must be confessed that, even set-

ting aside the fact that the first part of this passage is not to be

interpreted as a doxology, and that, owing to the repetition of

the word, the passage is altogether a peculiar one, an exception

of this kind (opposed to the constant usage elsewhere) is not

adapted to serve as any certain rule for the interpretation of

another passage. If, therefore, Paul elsewhere applies the name
©eo<f to Christ, as is done by the author of the Epistle to the

Hebrews in ch. i. 8, 9, no exact philological exegesis woulil

prevent our passage being explained in the same way. But we
must still allow the possibility that even in the passage in ques-

tion the peculiar turn of the construction of the passage may
have led to an exception. The greater difficulty is, however,

that Paul does not elsewhere unequivocally make use of the word

0eo9 as a predicate of Christ, and our passage therefore stands

alune.

But, notwithstanding this, the idea of the pre-existing Son is

firmly established as of an essentially divine (although only in the

divine image) and personal principle.

The same points which prevent us from looking upon this

principle as creature-like, also compel us to assume tliat the

apostle considered it a truli/ divine principle which brings about

the original being and continuous existence of everything spring-

ing from God (CoL i. IG ; 1 Cor. viii. G), so that created beings

attain their aim and end only in Him and through Him (Col.

i. IG). This principle also, as the Lord from heaven, is the

quickening Spirit and the Spirit merely (1 Cor. xv. 45 ff. ; 2 Cor.

iii 17 f.) ; so that, after the atonement lor sinners had been

l^rought about by the incarnation, their new life in the power of

the divine Sjjirit, and also tiieir future bodily glorification and the

freeing and glorification of the whole of nature, are all brought

ubuut by Him. In this sense is Christ the one Lord (1 Cor.

viii. G), being originally in the form of God (PhiL ii. 6), in

whom all the fulness of the Godhead dwells bodily (Col. ii. 9,

cf i. 19;, the image of tiie invisible God (CoL i. 15 ; of. 2 Cor.

iv. 4;.
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But this pre-existing principle is truly divine only, as it were,

as an image, and consequently in a rejlccted and communicated,

and not in an originally independent way. This is involved

in the expressions elKOiv rov Geov and also vlo'i Qeov (JSco'i vl6^,

Eom. viii. 32), and rrrpcoTOTOKo^. His life is not, therefore, simply

and originally independent, but it is so imparted that it is con-

centrated in Him into an independent focus of life, and from

Him spread over all creation (Col. i. 1 6). His position is so

eminently exalted above all creation, that He it is Be ov to,

irdvra, not e'^ ov ; He is always the Lord, He who is operative,

but operative by intervention. His incarnation, therefore, is re-

ferred back to the Father, as a sending by the Father (Eom.

viii, 3 ; Gal. iv. 4). His dominion is made over to Him by the

Father ; and when all enemies are overcome, He will hand it to the

Father, all the intervening agency of the Son having then attained

its aim (1 Cor. xv. 24-28). This idea of a principle pre-exist-

ing, truly divine and not creature-like, but reflected, is so com-

pletely Paul's idea, that by it all his utterances find their most

satisfactory explanation. The entire Pauline Christology is

notliing but the consistent development of this idea.

But this pre-existent principle is in itself a personal one, and is

from the beginning the spirit and elKoiv rov Geov (wherein the

personality is essentially included), so that the creation of the

world, as a divine act, is not merely the idea of the elvai or ktlct-

OrjvuL eK Qeov, but the ev avTU) (sc. vlw) or Be avrov kul eh avrov

is added. The incarnation is indeed an act of self-renunciation

(Phil. ii. 7) ; and the position of man is /iopc^^ BoiiXov in distinc-

tion from the /J-opcbrj 0eov. This fJ^opcprj ©eov is the divine shape :

it is not in itself the ehat lea @eu>, but the mode in which this

elvat is outwardly set forth. But ev /jeop(f)f) ©eov virdp^cov, He
thought not the elvat laa &ew to be dpTray/xo'i, i.e. something

which only for itself He arbitrarily desired to retain ; but He
lowered Himself,—that is, He so far gave up the fiop(f>rj @eov

in assuming the fiop(f)T} BovXov, and now, as regards God, He
appeared as His S0OA.09, and, as regards men, as a a-vvBov\o<;, ev

ojjiOicofiarL dvOpcoTrcov <yev6/j,evo<; (cf. Rom. viii. 3). In His whole

habitus He was found as a man, and humbled Himself by conde-

scending to a voluntarily undertaken death, indeed to the death

of a malefactor. The incarnation took place by means of an act

of free self-renunciation, which is acknowledged in the hiizhest
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tk'^ree by the Father (Pliil. ii. 9). From all this it is clearly

evident that the pre-existiug priuciple iu Christ is looked upou

as a personal one.

If we glance hack at the purport of the Pauline Christology

as it has been hitherto developed, we must perceive that there is,

in fact, no cause for surprise at Paul naming Christ directly as

Ciod. His idea would not thus be altered ; and this interpreta-

tion of liom. ix. 5 remains, therefore, quite open to us. Adding

to this the fact that the author of the Epistle to the Hebrews

gives the predicate ©eo? to Christ, and elsewhere expresses the

same idea (Heb. i. 3, 8, 9), we find ourselves only a step from.

John's idea, which represents irav to irXjjptotia t?}? deoTT^Tot by

the expression X6709, in whom he places the creative principle,

giving Him the predicate of ©eo?.

From our previous consideration, we see that there are manifuld

conditions of the person of Christ : (1.) The pre-human condition

(1 Cor. X. 4; Col. i. 17; PhiL ii. G)
; (2.) His eartlily, human

condition (Phil. ii. 7 f.), in which He was born (Gal. iv. 4 ; Pom.

i. 3), lived as a man (Pliil. ii. 7 f.), was crucified (1 Cor. i. 22),

and died (1 Cor. xv. 3 f. ; Eom. vi. 3-6)
; (3.) His glorified con-

dition (PhiL iL 9-11 ; Eph. i. 20-22, iv. 8, 18), to which be-

long the resurrection (1 Cor. xv. 20, 23; Pom. i. 4; Eph. i. 20),

the sitting on the right hand of God, and the participation in the

divine government of the world and the Church (Eph. i 20-23
;

Col. iii 1-3) ; also the future manifestation ot Christ (1 Cor. i. 7

;

CoL iil 4; Phil, iii 20 ; 1 Thcss. iv. 16 ; 2 Thess. i. 7, ii 8).

^80. Jcs:iis Christ tlie Redeemer—Ilis Work.

Paul, just as Peter, usually presents us with the chief points

of his teaching £is to the person of Christ in those connections

wliere lie is led to speak of Christ's vorJc. Both questions are

so closely and inwardly connected, that they regulate one another;

but, at the same time, it is not necessary that they should in

every case have a similar importance in the grade of their de-

velopment, and one can be more developed than the other.

The work of Christ is more dwelt ujHjn by Peter, in consequence

of his copious explanation of the doctrine ot atonement. With

regard, however, to Paul', the necessity which was laid upou him,

by his circumstances and ])oaiti()n, of establi-shing the specific

jieculiarity of the New Testament work of .salvation, led to a-
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more extensive development of teaching as to tlie person of

Christ.

The aim of Christ's earthly appearance is redemption, coiuai

(1 Tim. i. 15 ; cf. Tit. iii. 5) ; atoT'qpia (1 Thess. v. 9) ;
diroXv-

rpoxTi^ (Rom. iii. 24; cf. 1 Cor. i. 30 ; Eom. viii. 23 ; Eph. i. 14,

iv. 30 ; Col. i. 14; Eph. i. 7). The groundwork of redemption is

the atonement for men by the death of Jesus Christ. This ground-

work is, in Paul's view, not the ministnj of Christ, however highly he

may think of His word (Eom. x. 14-18), especially as the "word

of reconciliation" (2 Cor. v. 18), and as the "preaching of the

cross" (1 Cor. i. 18). Paul nowhere dwells upon the ministry

of Christ, and, properly speaking, never mentions it. The passage

Eph. iL 17 is the nearest approach to it, but even here iXdcov

refers to the risen Christ. Paul himself, indeed, first became

possessed of faith and the illumination of his mind through the

risen Christ ; and the whole of the Christian wisdom which Paul

imparts (1 Cor. ii. 6-16) depends upon its being communicated

through the Holy Spirit. He attaches great importance to the

gospel as the message of salvation ; but the groundwork of sal-

vation is, in his view, the atonement, which is announced by the

gospel, the ambassadors of which the apostle and his successors

were (2 Cor. v. 20). Even the communication of the Spirit,

however essential it may seem to him, does not form the ground-

work of redemption (Eom. v. 5, viii. 9, 15, 16 ; Gal. iii. 5, iv. 6;

Eph. i. 1 3 f., iv. 3 0) ; for Paul looks upon this communication as

nothing but a result of the atonement, and the effects of Christ's

exaltation (Eph. iv. 8). The groundwork of the whole work of

redemption is the atonement through the death of Jesus Christ,

as the act on which everything else depends. On this point

Paul gives many general expressions ; as, Christ died on account

of our sins (Eom. iv. 25, cf. vi. 10, t^ aixapria, i.e. in considera-

tion of sin ; 1 Cor. xv. 3, virep rwv afxapricov tj/xcov) ; also, for our

saJces (Bi 6v, 1 Cor. viii. 11) ; and more definitely, for us {virep

rjfjLcov, 1 Thess. V. 10; Gal. ii. 20). In other passages the vTrep

no longer means for our advantage only, but in our stead, He
dying as a substitute for us (2 Cor. v. 14, 15, 21 ; Eom, v. 6-8),

and giving Himself as a ransom for all (1 Tim. ii. 6).

The death of Christ is therefore, when more closely considered,

a vicarious, and thus an atoning death.

That the death of Christ is looked upon as vicarious, is evident
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generally from certain passages which leave no doubt on the

point (2 Cor. v. 14, 21 ; liom. v. G-8). In the latter passage the

death of Christ is compared with the death cf men who are

offered up to save others by their death. In 2 Cor. v., in ver. 20,

vTrep Xpiarov can only mean in Chrid's stead; ^ and so in ver. 2

1

it is said ot Christ that God made Him sin, i.e. treated Him as a

sinner hi our stead, that we in Christ might be righteous before

God. This is rendered incontestable from vers. 14 and 15 : "If

one died for all, then all died," so far as the eff'ects are con-

cerned. This conclusion is impossible except under the idea of a

vicarious substitution. The more exact signification of this vica-

rious death becomes simple and clear, if we keep close to the

apostle's intention as represented in the ideas of iXacm'ipiov and

KaraXXay/]. They are both expressions which denote the atone-

ment, but there is a distinction to be observed between them.

In the passage Eom. iii. 25, 26, the death of Christ is de-

scribed as a death of ikaarrjpLov. The apostle has passed on

from the negative portion of his statement as to hiKaioavvq, to

the positive proposition that men attain BLKaioavvrj through Christ

(vers. 21, 22); and after again alluding to the universality of

sinfulness (ver. 23), he shows that justification is the result of

a7ro\i/T/Da)o-i9. Two main propositions are to be distinguished

liere (vers. 25, 26) : (1.) God has presented Christ as an IXaa-

TJjpiov througli His blood
; (2.) God has done this in order to

declare His righteousness, which, on account of the previous non-

punishment of sins before committed, needed some special exhibi-

tion, a.s, looking at God's patience and long-suffering, His right-

eousness might seem to be slighted. Sin, therefore, has not been

punished, but also not forgiven, so that an atonement might be

accomplished. Tfiis is involved in tlie idea of 7r«'/)eo-<<? (=vTrepi8€iv,

Acts xvii. 30). There is thus required a display of His righteous-

ness, for wliich the proper time appeared to have come. How this

t^ikes place is expressed in the sentence Sv irpoeOeTo . . . aifiari.

The words iv rco avruv a'lpMTi are to be immediately referred to

iXaarripiov. 'IXacrr/jpiov is used in the LXX. and Heb. i.x. 5 as

the t<;rm for the lid of tJu ark, over whirli God was supposed t*)

l)e enthroned as the covenant-(Jod, wlio dwells in the midst of

His people; but, being off'endcd by their sins, He can only dwell

there so far as the pollution of His throne, caused by the sins of

* Also in PhilciD. 1.'), i/Ti^ aev can only mean " in tliy stcail."— (Tit.)
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the people, is expiated by the pure sacrificial blood. Here, how-

ever, the term iXaarripcov is applied to Christ ; and as we do not

find any such application elsewhere, probably we are not justified

in applying it in this passage in the above-named sense. If

adopted, we should have to imagine that Christ is the antitype

of the mercy-seat or lid of the ark, inasmuch as in Him the

Father dwells among men, and enthrones Himself among them

as their reconciled Father. But this symbol is nowhere else

applied to Christ, and it seems necessary that we should seek for

some other meaning of the word l\aarr]piov. It must be taken to

denote that which is the means to IXdcrKea-Oat. Thus it is ex-

plained in antiquity as a propitiatory sacrifice, just as x^piaWjptov,

a tJianIc-offerin r/ ; aoiTqpia, a peace-offering (Ex. xx. 24). Indeed,

in Eph. V. 2 Christ is described as dvaia (cf. 1 Cor. v. 7), and

in John is expressly called iXaafj,6<i (1 John ii. 2). By the

words iv rw aL/naTL avrov we are reminded of the sacrificial blood

shed for expiation ; and thus it seems the more probable that

IXaaTrjpLov should be taken as a propitiatory sacrifice. Christ

brings about the IXdaKeadat rov Qeov rol'^ afjLapT(oXol<i, so that,

by the removal of the divine 0/377; (Eom. v. 9), which is the

principle for the BiKaioKpiala (ii. 5), the subjects of which are

sinners, the grace of God is applied to the latter. Christ is the

propitiatory sacrifice which brings about this application of the

divine grace by His blood, that is, by means of the shedding

of His blood. The word irpoeOeTo expresses a reference to the

subject, which is more exactly defined in what follows :
" to

declare His righteousness." According to Paul, it is God Him-

self ivlio hath ordained this death of Christ (cf. Eom. viii. 32, iv.

25 ; 2 Cor. v. 21), and hath set forth before all the world Christ

by His blood as an IXaaryjpiov, inasmuch as all agency on the part

of Christ, not only in the work of creation, but also in the work

of redemption, absolutely originates in God Himself (2 Cor. v.

18 ff.; Eom. viii. 3). Thus the death of Christ is the objective

rccdization of the love of God towards sinners, who had hitherto been

alienated from God (Eom. v. 8, cf. vi. 7 and viii. 32). In Paul's

view, therefore, the death of Christ is a manifestation and pledge

ol God's love, and consequently is a work of God's love.

Christ, however, inasmuch as He is iXaari^ptov, accomplished

something in His death which is the condition of our justification

by means of faith in Him, and on which the ransoming in Christ

i II
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Jesus dcpciuls. This it is by which tho setting foilh of Christ as

iXaaTi'ipiov by God becomes the evSei^i<; of His ZiKaioavvt). This

something is to some extent intimated in the word IXacrrtjpiov,

if we take it as meaning a propitiatory sacrifice ; and we may con-

clude this from ver. 2G, light being, indeed, clearly thrown upon

it by other passages. The propitiatory sacrifice was, under the

old covenant, the satisfaction ordained by God as the condition

requisite for the re-attainment of llis mercy, which the sinner

who had incurred guilt before God had to make. Seeing that " the

wages of sin is death" (Kom. vi. 23), Christ, in bringing about

the re-attainment of God's gi-acc, suffered death, in which He, in

])erfect obedience, by shedding of His blood oflered up to God

His sinless, holy life. Two points must be distinguished here:

(1.) The propitiatory sacrifice is a gift well-pleasing to God, which

He accepts, and on account of which He absolves the sinner from

his guilt and punishment. The pure life oflered up becomes a

ransom for the guilt-burdened life of the sinner. Christ, His

blood, and His death, became the Xvrpov, the price, on account of

which God would and could remit our sins. Thus the New Tes-

tament, both in the discourses of our Lord and also elsewhere,

especially in Paul's teaching, in many places contains the pro-

])osition that Christ was the ransom for many for remission of

their sins, or that He had given up His life as a ransom (Matt. xx.

28 ; cf. 1 Pet. i. 18, 19). 'AmiXvTpov expresses still more

strongly the vicarious idea (1 Tim. ii. G) ; Xvrpovadat denotes

ransoming (Tit. ii. 14; cf. 1 Pet. i. 18 f.) ; and thus tlTroXuT/jwo-t?

means a redemption by which we are freed from a liability under

which we were towards God (liouL iii. 24 ; Kph. i. 7). The ran-

soming of the sinner takes place partly by Christ Himself being

the ransom, and ])artly by the sul>ject of the aTro\vTpo)(7i<; being

liiin.self in Christ by means of faith. It is also said that wc are

hnught (1 Cor. vi. 20, vii. 23) ; that God hath purchased the

Church by the blood of His Son (Acts xx. 2S
; cf. Kev. xiv. 3).

Thus Christ has oflered Himself to God as a gift and a sacrifice,

irpo(f)opuv Koi dvcr'iav, " for a sweet-smelling savour,"

—

i.r. as a gift

well-pleasing to (!od (Kph. v. 2). (2.) But Christ as l\acrri'ipi.ov

ha.s not only oflered Himsell uj) in i)erfect obedience as an accept-

able gift to God, as a ransom which God accepts, and therefore

reh';i.se3 the sinm^r, but we must also take into consideration that

Christ must svjjfcr death, in order to ofl'er Himsell' up to God by
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His blood as a sinless, holy gift. In the sacrificial victim, this

death does not appear as penal. That which is oftered up to

God must be a gift, pure t.nd well-pleasing to Him ; but when

the sacrificial idea is applied to Christ, we obtain a peculiar modi-

fication. Christ is given up to death ; but certainly it is not the

sinner who offers up Christ,—as, under the old covenant, the sinner

had to bring a sacrifice for the satisfaction of his liability,—but

God sets forth Jesus as IXaa-rripLov (Eom. iii. 25 ; 2 Cor. v. 21
;

Eoni. viii. 3). God gives His Son up to death, and makes Him
sin instead of all of us. Consequently God has done to His Son

that which He must, in virtue of His opyij, have done to us sin-

ners. The death which God decreed for mankind as the wages of

sin, He decreed for His Son in man's stead. " God hath not

spared His own Son" (Rom. viii. 32). The victims in the sacri-

fice of atonement were slain by the offerers, and the blood offered

up by the priest : in the New Testament, it is, on the one hand,

Christ Himself who offers Himself up, because it was His will,

and, on the other, it is God who has set Him forth as iXaaT-ijpLov,

and makes Him sin, that is, a substitute for sin (2 Cor. v. 21) ;

it is God who hath in Christ condemned sin in the flesh (Rom.

viii. 3), by giving Him up to death. Because Christ was sent in

the likeness of sinful flesh and for the sake of sin, sin being con-

demned in Him, it is condemned in human flesh. The law was

not able to effectually put away sin in our flesh, and to condemn

it so effectively as to overcome it ; but by the death of the Son,

sin, even in our flesh, has become conquerable. This idea is

based on the principle that sin has been condemned and punished

in Christ's fiesh ; and that we may perceive this more clearly, and

accept it without reluctance, we must bring forward one more

passage, which represents the whole matter in the clearest way
(Gal. iii. 13). All that the wrath of God had decreed for sinners

—the curse, punishment, and death—hath been imposed by God
on His Son, in order to redeem us from the curse of the law.

Here we see clearly what the results are of the surrender of the

sinless, holy Son of God. Certainly He is a gift well-pleasing to

God, an offering acceptable to Him, a ransom which He receives

in order that %ve may be redeemed from the curse to which we
were liable ; but the act of Christ's surrender can only become a

gift well-pleasing to God by means of His death, by His bearing

that which was laid upon sin, the curse imposed on the sinner.
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Therefore Rail, Kom. viil 3, speaks of KaTa/cpiveiv. The rij^ht-

cousness, which is compromised and considered to be injured by

the non-puuishmeut ot human sinning during the pre-Christian

period, is now actually manifested by God setting forth His Son

OS i\a<TTrjpiov by His blood. A satisfaction is made, not hj tlie

punishnint of tJic sinner, but by iJie condemnation of sin in Hira

who is the Mediator between God and man, hi/ giving Himself as

an ainiXxrrpov for all (1 Tim. iL 5 f.). And so far God's right-

eousness is effectively shown forth, just as in the old covenant

God had ordained a way in the Levitical dispensation by means

of a propitiatory sacrifice, for the people generally and for each

one of its members to make atonement, and thus to satisfy the

SiKaioavvT) &€oi>,—this being done preliminarily by the acceptance

of a suitable \vTpov, until the sufficient avriXvrpov for the whole of

mankind appeared, and God thus "might be just, and the justifier

of hira who believeth in Jesus" (Kom. iii. 26). This death of

Christ as iXaaTt'jpiov is therefore a suffering, whieh, however, is at

the same time an action (Eom. v. 18, 19 ; Phil. ii. 8 ; Eph. v. 2
;

1 Tim. iL G ; Tit. ii. 14). His death is therefore represented

from two points of view : on the one hand, it is a sull'ering in

which He bore the curse of sin (Gal. iii. 13 ; 2 Cor. v. 21 ; RonL

viii. 3) ; on the other hand, it is an action, a hiKaiwjxa, a inraKoy'],

indeed (Phil. ii. 8), the culminating point of the obedience of the

Son of God which embraced the whole of His earthly life. In

l)0th respects His death is our ransom (cf Pom. iii. 24 ; Eph. L 7;

Col. i. 14; Tit. ii. 14). This our ransom was made not only

through Christ, but in Christ (Col. i. 14; Epk l 7), and, accord-

ing to the latter ])assage, in Ili.'i blood. The a7ro\vTp(i)cri<; is in-

separable from His person, and we cannot have it without being

in the inmost fellow.ship with Him in faith. This leads us to the

second main point of view.

The death of Christ is a death {or our KaraXXay/j, for our

reconciliation (2 Cor. v. 18-20 ; Pom. v. 10 f. ; cf. Kj.h. ii. 10
;

Col. i. 21). We are reconciled to God through the death of

Clnist (Pom. v. 10); we have reccivi-d the KaTaXXayt'iv (ver. 11);

(Jml hath reconciled us to Himself l)y Jesus Christ (2 Cor. v. 18)

;

lb' was in Christ reconciling the wcirld unto Himself (ver. 19\

KaraXXutraeiv denotes an alteration in the relation of one person

to another, by wliich one (1) ceases to be an object of hostility

as regai-ds the otlier (cf. 1 Sam. xxix. 4) ; (2) and also ceases to
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be himself hostile to the other (1 Cor. vii. 11). "We who stood

in a relation of alienation from God have been placed in a posi-

tion of harmony with Him, so that He has shown to us, who

were His enemies, His love and mercy instead of His 6/37/;

(Rom. V. 10), and has removed the hostile feeling in ns by in-

spiring us with a new confidence in His love and favour. We
shall have childlike love and confidence in the place of alienating

mistrust and fear of punishment or 0^7?;, and also instead of the

e)(dpa eh Qeov. The death of Christ tends to this KUTaWayij,

inasmuch as He is the manifestation and pledge of the divine

love ; and God reckons not their trespasses to men (2 Cor. v. 1 9),

but has made Him who knew no sin to be sin for us (ver. 21).

Thus, in Eom. v., " God commendeth His love towards us, in

that, while we were yet sinners, Christ died for us" (ver. 8), and,

while we were enemies, w^e were reconciled to God (ver. 10) ;

not, indeed, by our own powder, but all comes from God, who hath

reconciled us to Himself through Christ. We thus receive the

KuraWayr] : it is a gift, and although something which shows

itself in the subject, yet it is through God's grace. This KaraX-

Xayj] presupposes the death of Christ as the IXaarrjpiov,—the

former being the suhjcdive, and the latter the objective point in

Christ's death. Thus KaraXkayi^vao toS ©ec5 is an effective entry

into the new relation to God, objectively grounded on Christ's

work of atonement. Christ is set forth as an l\acrTt]piov inde-

pendently of our faith ; but the reconciliation avails only to

believers who are already Si/caicoOivre^ (Eom. v. 9). Yet the

i\aaTT)piov aims at our receiving the KaraWayrjv by means of

faith. Therefore God is in Christ reconciling the world unto

Himself, by not imputing their sins unto them (2 Cor. v. 19) ;

but this only takes place where there is faith. The KaraWayr}

is therefore the application of the objective event to the believ-

ing subject ; it is objectively offered in the atonement and in the

word. The establishment of these, is, however, the essential con-

sequence of the atoning death of Christ (ver. 18 ; cf Luke xxiv.

46 f.). We are not yet reconciled so long as we do not allow

ourselves to be reconciled : KaraWayr) only comes by means of

faith.

It is thus laid down what we are to think about the contro-

versy as to the objective or subjective character ol the reconcilia-

tion,—that is, the question whether God is reconciled with us, or
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we with Him. At oil events, we are ix^P°^ (Rom. v. 10 ; CoL

i. 21) and d-rrijWoTpKOfievot (Col. i. 21 ; Eph. iv. 18) : we must

make up our minds to reconciliation, and must be summoned to

it (2 Cor. V. 20). But in the latter passage the passive expresses

an act to be assumed, in which we are in the first place in a

passive position. We are taken to be ixOpoi, or rather as objects

of the divine wrath ; and our ceasing to be so is involved in the

KaTa\\aYi?)vaL. It is God who tenders this reconciliation to us.

Indeed, it is He who effects it, as proceeding from His love (Rom.

V. 8 ff. ; Eph. ii. IG ; 2 Cor. v. 18 f ; Col. i. 21 f ; Rom. viii. 3
;

GaL iv. 4 ; Tit. ii. 11-15, cf. iii 4-7). But this only sets aside

the view that the reconciling impulse is outside God and His

will, and by no means does away with the idea of an objective

reconciliation, by which our position is altered as regards God.

Therefore the effect of the death of Christ is, according to Paul,

objective as well as subjective, liut we must go still a step

further. God lias intended the death of Christ not only as a sign

and pledge of His love, but also as a manifestation of His holiness

iind righteousness, and as a condition for the pardon of the sinner.

How the facts can be coincident, that He is both the author of

the reconciliation, and also the party reconciled, can only bo

included within this idea of the KaTaWayij, by proceeding on

tlie elements which are afibrded by rauls teaching as to the

death of Christ as tlie IXaa-Ti'jptov.

This atoning death of Christ is essentially connected with the

whole of His earthli/ life, so far as His death is represented as a

moral act of obedience (Phil. ii. 8 ; Rom. v. 19), and is the death

of the sinless and holy One (2 Cor. v. 21). It thus becomes the

culminating point of the obedience and of the whole life of

Christ. In order to die as the atoning sacrifice for us, it must be

the very same Christ who was displayed to us in His human life.

The atvnincj death oj Jesus Christ is also most closely united

with His glorifial life. His death and resurrection are so com-

bined, that the resurrection becomes a condition for our justifica-

tion (Rom. iv. 2o ; 2 Cor. v. 15) ; and if Christ were not risen,

we should be still in our sins (1 Cor. xv. 17). Not until the

resurrection did tlu; death of Christ receive the divine testimony,

that it was well-pleasing to God, and accepted as the atoning

gift. The resurrection is also, as the entry of Christ into the

divinely glorified life, the condition and principle of our faith,
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without which no subjective share in the fruits of the atoning

death would be possible. In consequence of His atoning death,

Christ is risen, and is thus not only represented as the Son of God
with power (Eom. i. 4), but also He lives tw ©ew, after He had

died to sin, i.e. on account of sin, for the atonement for sins

(Piom. vi. 10, cf 9, 11). As risen (Eom. viii. 34), and sitting

on the right hand of God, He lives by the power of God (2 Cor.

xiii. 4). This is His t,wrj (Eom. v. 10) ; and, being exalted and

living, He it is who makes intercession with the Father as our

Advocate (Eom. viii. 34),—a doctrine which, in the Epistle to the

Hebrews, is closely united with that of the atoning death. It is

He also for whose sake God vouchsafes to men all salvation

imder the conditions laid down. But He lives as our life (Col.

iii. 4), and therefore, on the one hand, lives in us (Gal. ii. 20),

and we live luith Him (Eom. vi. 8 ; 2 Cor. xiii. 4), and, on the

other, He it is through whom everything which tends to salvation

comes to us. He is the Lord, through whom God's grace reigns

through righteousness unto eternal life (Eom. v. 21, 10). Grace

is the principle of salvation only through Jesus Christ as our

Lord, inasmuch as He is not only called Lord, but also Kvpievei

or /SaaiXevet over us ; so that henceforth cifiaprla Kvpievec no

longer, but %a/3t<? exercises a salutary rule, leading to ^corj aldovio^

(Eom. V. 21, vi. 15-23). But Christ is this all-powerful effi-

cacious Kvpwi only by transferring to a higher stage the mode
and grace of manifestation which exists in the present alwv.

Christ, as our life, is now hidden in God (Col. iii. 3). The full

power of His ^cot',, as our principle of life, is indeed in God, but

not yet evident in the world ; but a time is coming when Christ

will be manifest even in this respect (Col. iii. 4). Then, too, not

only will Christ be first completely manifest as our Lord, but also

divine grace, as the divine principle of salvation, will first com-

pletely show forth its rule.

But with Christ's atoning work and death is also connected the

communication of the Holy Spirit. The apostles, indeed, teach

generally, that to those Christians who, under the prescribed con-

ditions, share in the atonement, the Holy Spirit should be given

by God, and by the Spirit the love of God should be shed into

their hearts (Eom. v. 5). This is the Spirit of life, the quickening

Spirit of Christ (Eom. viii. 2), the TrveOfMa Xpiarov or Geov

which dwells in believers (vers. 9 ff., 15 f, 26 £ ; 1 Cor. ii. 12).
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It is God who has given us the Spirit (Rom. v. 5 ; Gal. iv. G),

or has given the Spirit in our hearts as an earnest of luture per-

fection (2 Cor. i. 22, v. 5 ; EpL i. 13 f.). He is therefore the

Spirit of the living God (2 Cor. iii. 3). But, in addition to this

teacliing as to the communication of the Spirit being an act of

God generally, tliere are otlier expressions of the apostle which

consider it as the act of Christ. Not only do we have the Spirit

of life in fellowsliip witli Cln-i.st (liom. viii. 2), hut in liom. viii. 9,

2 Cor. iii. 17, it is the Spirit of Christ; so that, if we have

this Spirit of God, Ciirist is in us as the constant jn-inciple of

life. Thus it is only a step further, wlien we iind tliat, in Eph.

iv. 7-10, Christ the exalted One is represented as He wlio com-

municates the Spirit as well as all gifts. This Spirit is im})arted

to us through Christ, inasmuch as Christ Himself is the quicken-

ing principle. The apostle firmly holds that Christ became this

in His heavenly exaltation following on His atoning death ; and

likewise that man lias the quickening princi}ile only in Christ

Jesus, and has the Spirit of God only as the Spirit of Christ, and

that thus only Christ dwells in us (liom. viii. 9 f.) ; and there-

fore that all the gifts of tlie Spirit are received only in connection

with Christ. Thus Paul tells the Galatians, as a fundamental

proposition, that they received the Spirit only by the preaching

of faith (Gal. iii. 2, iv. G). This, however, is connected with the,

atoning death of Christ,—objectively, because the exaltation of

.Jesus Christ, through which He became our life, came to pass

only in con.sequence of His atoning deatli ; and next, subjectively,

because this communication of the divine S})irit, as the Spirit of

Sonship (Gal. iv. G), can only be possessed by those who, under

tiiu prescribed conditions, are partakers in Clirisfs atonement,

and consequently is brought about by faith in Christ (GaL iii.

2, 5), not by the fulfilment of the law. From all this it is clear

that, in Paul's view, the atoning death of Christ is the groun<hvork

of the whole work of redemption, and is therefore set forth by

him in a peculiar way.

The spiritual efl'ects which, founded on the accomplishment of

the atonement, How from the exalted Christ, are followed by tho

future bodily glorification which is ascribed to Him (Phil, iii, 21),

mid i.i connected with the future covrphtion of redemption gene-

rally. Christ is the first-fruits of tlie resurrection (1 Cor. xv. 20),

and only in Him shall wc all be made alive (ver. 22). In principle,
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we are already transferred to life through Him (Eph. ii. 5 £), and

this life will one day be manifested in its full power.

In the two elements of Christ's work, in the atonement and in

the communication of the Spirit, the, Old Testament dispensation

has attained the end at ivhich it aimed, and therefore, being only a

preparative dispensation, is put away. Paul was compelled to

show this ex 'profcsso as regards the law. Christ is the end of the

laiu (Eom. x. 4) ; and in this, two points are involved : (a) The

2)osition of man, for which the law was prescribed, has come to an

end with Christ. This is the position which Paul, in the Epistle

to the Galatians, compares to that of a child, who during his

nonage, altliough the child of his father, is kept in bondage as a

servant, and needs the constraint and guidance suitable to his

immaturity. So long as the heir is a child, there is no difference

between him and a BovXo<i (Gal. iv. 1), although he has the claim

to be lord of all : he is under an iirirpoTro^ and olKov6/j,o<i until

the time appointed by the father. The spiritual iTTLfpoiroi, and

oUovofjLoc are represented by the law and its commandments ; and

this position of immaturity is based upon the fleshliness of man,

on the sinful propensity to which he is subject. So long as the

dominion of the aap^ endures, the vofios has full power. But

this vofxo^ to which man is subject cannot put away sin, but seiwes

to bring actual sin arising from the aap^ to full development

(Rom. vii. 5, 7-25). Therefore vtto vofiov elvai and vcf) afxapTiav

ehai are identical Man must sin so long as he is viro vo/xov :

dfiapTia is lord over us (Ptom. vi. 14, iii. 9). But when man is

placed in the contrasted position, neither the v6fio<i nor dfiapria

any longer reigns. This relation is typified by Paul by a legal

example of the relation between a wife and her husband (Eom.

vii. 1-3) : only so long as the man lives is the woman bound to

him, and after his death she can marry another. But by the

death of Christ men have experienced death, and are now to be

considered as dead to the law, which has no more power over

them, they having become subjects of another. They are dead as

regards their former spiritual position, and the law has no more

claim on them, as they are set free from that to which they

were formerly liable. Consequently the position of man for

which the law was prescribed comes to an end : the aap^ no

longer rules in him, and the curse is no longer on him (Gal.

iii. 13). {h) A nev) and hirjhcr divine dispensation has presented
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itself,—CJirist a ncio ]X)tccr over man. God has sent His Son to

free us from the law, and has given xis the spirit of His Son,

whereby we cry, Ahba, Father I (Gal. iv. 4 fif.), and are therefore in

full possession of the sonship. By the advent of this higher dis-

pensation the lower one lost its right over us. When the spirit

has entered, the letter no longer has authority. Christ has died

for us, in order henceforth, as the risen One, to be the Lord to

whom we are to bring forth fruit ; following out the figure of

marriage, He has come instead of the law, and is our marriage-

lord, to whom we men are to appertain in a fruitful fellowship

(liom. vii. 4-G). Christ has in His death annulled all claim of

the law upon us, and has nailed the bill of accusation, with Him-

SL'lf, upon the cross (Col ii. 1 4) ; and so far the law was only a

prefiguratiou and a shadow of the future (ver. 17), and is van-

ished away ; but in the place of the shadow the substance has

presented itself in Christ. The " law of commandments," as

regards its external statutes, is abolished by the death of Christ

;

and thus the law, so far as it was a barrier between Jew and

(jJentile, is broken down ; and similarly the inward enmity

between them is done away with (Ejih. ii. 14-lG). In its place

something higher has now come, which unites and reconciles, but

no longer separates : in the body of Clirist offered Tip for us we

are reconciled with God, and in the Holy Spirit imparted to us

we have access to the Father. Thus Christ has become personally

our jteace (ver. 14): the two parts are united by both being in

like manner reconciled with God in Christ (ver. 10, cf 19-22).

Christ having appeared as the higher principle, the lower institu-

tion is abolished : through Him men are raised to a hiijhcr position

for ichich the law icas no lontjcr jUtal ; and we are thus led to the

subjective side of the BiKaioavpr) and ^corj brought about by Jesus

Christ.

^81. Righteousness and Life through Jesus.

The state of salvation, with a distinct reference to Jesus as its

agent, is styled awr-qpla (Kom. i. 10, x. 10, xi. 11 ; Phil. ii. 12
;

2 Cor. vii. 10), the deliverance from the ruin based on .sin,

briefly rcdenijition ; tlie.reforo Christianily is pre-eminently called

evayytXinu rf/s' (T(i)TJjpi'a<; (K|»h. i. II'; ef Acts xiii. 20, xvi. 17,

2 Tim. iii.
1

'»
;

I'liil. iii. 2S). It is therefore the true salvation

on which the destination of man depends, from wliieh he is witli-
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drawn by sin, and to which he is led by the redeeming grace of

God ; it is therefore opposed to airoSkeia (PhiL i. 28 ; 1 Cor. i. 18).

We find the same idea modified in the sense of a completion of

salvation at a future period of the human existence (Eom. xiii. 1 1
;

Phil. i. 28 ; 2 Tim. ii. 10 ; cf 1 Pet. i. 5, 9, 10). This state of

salvation is now chiefly represented as righteousness, SiKatoa-vvr]

(cf § 73), which is given by Christ, the higher principle arising

among mankind, and as the Lord from heaven, their head (cf

Eph. i. 22 f ; Col. i. 18). AiKacoavurj is partly the groundwork

and partly the essence of salvation, and is therefore the idea more

closely defining the nature of acorrjpla (Eom. i. 17, cf 16; also

the juxtaposition of the two ideas in Eom. x. 10). Salvation also

appears as life, ^oar] (Eom. v. 17, 18, cf 21, vi. 13). In the

Epistle to the Eomans three sides of the question are displayed

:

first, the being justified (Eom. iii. 25-ch. v. fin.) ; next, the inner

life of the justified by means of feUowship with Christ (Eom. vi.,

vii.), where the Lord is described as presented to us with power

in the place of the voyLO'^ ; and, lastly, it is this righteousness

which has in itself life, ^&j?7, as a beatifying life, as sonship to

God, and its future inheritance (ch. viii.). The integral points of

redemption are more copiously set forth by Paul in 1 Cor. i. 30.

Wisdom, aocfjla, is placed first, because it was important to inform

the Corinthian Church of the relation of the gospel to true wis-

dom. Next follow justification and sanctification ; and lastly

redemption, a7ro\vTp(oai<;, in a narrower sense than the final and

completing redemption of the world.

For the realization of this salvation there are tivo conditions

:

one, subjective on the part of man, is faith ; and the other, objec-

tive, is the divine grace which calls man.

Faith, as the subjective appropriation of redemption, we have

already met with in James and Peter. But a more sharply

defined and more profound idea of it is set forth by Paul. In

his view, it is the confident grasping and holding fast of Jesus

Christ which presupposes a renunciation of one's own sufficiency,

and is an entry into the fellowship with Christ. Thus, in the

Epistle to the Eomans, he has contrasted it with the works of

the law (ch. iii. iv. v.), also in the Epistle to the Galatians (ch.

ii. iii.), and elsewhere. Faith, first of all, generally refers to

Christ or to the gospel (Eom. 1. 16, 17); it is the subjective

origin of the hiKaioavvq, and is continuously that to which the
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latter refers (cf. Eom. iii. 22). The I'auline faith is not a mere

honesty of conviction, i.e. a willing and doing which is in con-

stant harmony with the conviction of any one : 7r/o-Ti<? has,

indeed, in some places the signification of faithfulness (Rom.

iii. 3 ; 1 Tim. i. 10), but in most passages this idea is not con-

tained in it, but only that of confident conviction and trust. The
idea of moral conviction is involved in only one passage (Rom.

xiv. 22, 23. In Rom. iii 22 'Ii]aov Xpiarov is not the subject,

but the object of the faith, as in Gal. ii. 16, 20). Also it is not

merely a tlicoretical and sure belief in the gospel, or a knowledge

of Christ, but a lively inward apprehension of them ; so that

one's spiritual and moral personality takes Christ as its central

aim, and is based on Him alone (hence TTLareveiv el<;, Rom. x. 14
;

Gal. ii. 16 ; ThiL i. 29 ; and eVt, Rom. iv. 5, 24 ; and Tricni^ iv

XpLcrru), Gal. iii. 26, and elsewhere). But the divine grace is

grasped and held in Christ ; therefore, in addition to the entry

into fellowship with Christ, faith also involves the renunciation

of one's own personal sulliciency, and therefore refers specially to

Christ's atoning death, the i\aaTi}pi.ov (Rom. iii. 25). Thus, then,

it forms the most decided contrast to the righteousness through the

e/yya vofiov, being the living source of love, the Triari<; Bi ayuTTj]^

ivepyovfieuT) (Gal. v. 6 ; cf. Eph. ii. 10).

Rut the faith which apprehends Christ does not on this

account show any outflow of salvation from man ; it is rather

an apprehension of that by which man is fii"st apprehended (Phil,

iii. 12), of that which makes its abode in the heart itself (Eph.

iii. 17). We are thus led back to the requirement of the free

divine calliiu/, the KaXetv (1 Cor. L D ; Rom. ix. 24 ; 2 Thesa.

ii. 14; 1 Thess. iv. 7 ; cf the designation ot Christians as kXijtoI

at the commencement of the epistle). The calling which leads to

faith is the result of an eternal, eclectic counsel of God, t) Kar

eKXoyijv 7rp66€ai<; (Rom. ix. 11). Thus men of all kinds, even in

a moral jioint of view, arc called ; and the calling is therefore

j)urely a matter of divine j)ity. Thi.s Raul most surprisingly

c.\]»erienced in his own j)er.son (1 Tim. i. 16, cf. 15). This

choice is the alpeladai (2 Thess. ii. 13), tlie result of which is

the KaXeiv. The aj)ostle has e.xi)re.ss('d the same idea in the

wonl c'ffXe'faTo (Ej)h. i. 4), and in irpoyipwaKew, to foreknow

(Rom. viii. 29; cf 1 Pet. i. 20); likewise in irpoopi^etp, to pre-

Ucslinatf (Rom. viii. 29, 30; Ej)h. i. 11, 5), and in Trpocrui^d^nv
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(Eom. ix. 23). In all this the will of God is entirely free (Eom.

xi. 7), a pure iKXojTj, which, according to Eph. i. 4, 5, from the

very beginning referred to Christ or to the sanctification by the

Holy Spirit, by faith in the truth ot the gospel (Rom. viii. 29, 30).

Thus in Eph. i. 4 the apostle expresses himself in these words

:

Ka6a)<; e^eke^aro r)fid<; ev avTco Trpo /caTa/SoX?}? Koafiov. The pos-

session of Christian salvation depends on a counsel of choice,

which is represented as an eternal act of God, as brought about

through Christ, having as its aim to sanctify us and make us

blameless children of God, and also as tending to glorify the

divine grace. And that these individuals among so many
millions have attained the salvation of redemption, is plainly

referred to a positive causality on God's part, to an eternal act of

His will. The apostle has, however, most copiously expressed

himself on this point in Eom. ix., cf. xi. 5, 7. He refers back

justification to the divine nature and to the principles of the

divine counsel expressed in the Old Testament, and discusses the

question why the ancient people of God now for the most part

took no share in the blessings of the gospel. Here two points

had to be shown : first, that the privilege of the theocracy de-

pended simply on God's unconditional grace ; and, secondly, that

it was the fault of the Israelites when they forfeited it. The

result of this twofold consideration is, that Paul's teaching and

view of the gospel do not controvert the ancient promise,—

a

glance at a positive future fulfilment being added. Thus the

apostle shows that the first choice of Abraham and Isaac was

absolutely free, and applied to the children of the promise alone

(cf. Eom. iv. and Gal. iii. 6), and that consequently the theo-

cratic promise was independent of any claim of race or merit,

and was a matter of God's free grace, in virtue of which He con-

ferred it on whom He would, i.e. to the true Israel (ver. 6).

Thus the Messianic blessings are conferred only on those to whom
He willed to give them, to the true Israel, which in faith is like

Abraham. For it depends entirely upon His free will as to

whom He will have mercy upon (ver. 15), i.e. under what condi-

tions He will grant His grace (ver. 14). The unconditional

nature of His will is also proved in those who oppose Him, and

become the objects of His judgment (vers. 17, 18), But, as

regards this absolute will of God, we are not to understand that

some men are unconditionally destined to evil and others to good.
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Tliis objection is made by the apostle, as if from the lips of a stiff-

necked Jew (ver. 10). It is repelled, lirst, witli a view to the

mind which inspired it, by opposing to the refractoriness involved

therein the creative power of God and the absolute dependence

of the creature on his Creator (vers. 20, 21); next, by looking

at the matter from an opposite point of view, i.e. by showing

that in all these cases God acts according to His essential attri-

butes. The main point is, that the whole of God's procedure

which is impeached is regarded by the apostle rather in the light

of long-suflerance. This, indeed, so much preponderates, that the

manifestation of wrath and power is concealed by it. Indeed,

even with the purpose of the latter an intention of mercy is

always entwined (ver. 23), so that everywhere this twofold pur-

l)ose may be recognised. But the course of his remarks now
leads him back to his more immediate theme, so that he can

apply to the present case the idea of the freedom of the divine

choice of grace independent of any claim of right, and can support,

by Old Testament passages, the divine prevision of the dispensa-

tion, that Jews and Gentiles were called to be partakers in Christ's

salvation, and that a portion oi the Jews were e.xcluded therefrom.

Those who are thus chosen must also necessarily be called

(2 Thess. ii. 14, 15) ; and after the calling has reached them

by the preaching of the gospel, and by their accepting it, they

thus become partakers in the Spirit. But the calling itself is by

no means merely an external act, but takes place principally

through the cflects of the word upon men. By it the divine will

is brought near to man, in order to procure for him complete sal-

vation ; but it is dependent on his yielding to it by faith. Those

who are called can, huwever, oppose (IJom. x. 19-21), as is shown

by the resistance of the Jews (Bom, x. 3, ix. 30-^^). There

are therefore " vessels of wrath" (Bom. ix, 22), who are not,

however, originally excluded from the divine goodness, but be-

come so through their opposition whilst opportunity was alTorded

for their acceptance ; and therefore, after having to the very last

despised and rejected God's go(xlnes.s, they incur the divine opytj,

which, following a psychological law founded in the moral order

of the world, conij)letes their hardening. This reference of grace

to an absolute coun.sel of God does not warrant any assumi)tion

of a purpose ot destruction. This we may infer, both from the

fu'-t that it is this very idea which the ajjostle (Bom. ix. 19)
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opposes as an objection which miglit be made to him, and also

from his connecting the idea of hardening (ver. 22) with that of

long-snffering, thus clearly pointing to a free will on man's part,

to which a certain respite is given (cf. ver. 32). We have here

the same idea of the consummation of sin through God's judg-

ment as is expressed in Kom. i. 24, 26, 28 (cf. ver. 18-20, 21 ff.,

25, 32, ii. 1, xi. 7, 8, 10 ; cf. vers. 20 and 10 with 16-21 and

2 Thess. ii. 11 ; cf. also John xii. 40, 37-39, 47-49 ; Matt. xiii.

13-16). In a dogmatical point of view, Paul supplies no higher

scheme of union of the definitions of the universal divine counsel

of grace here placed in juxtaposition,—of human free will and

the divine purpose, which makes certain men to be <TKevr} 6p'yP]<i,—
all he does is to bring together and set forth these facts. But

this much is certain, that Paul does not speak of any particular

counsel which from the very first rejects men. For, apart from

the points just mentioned, nothing can be more forcible than the

w^ay in which he sets forth that, as the Scriptures have concluded

all under sin, i.e. specified all men as sinners, so, on the other

hand, God's mercy extends to all (Rom. xi. 32, v. 18).

We now have to consider Paul's teaching as to the appropria-

tion and realization of this salvation, in respect both to indivi-

duals and also to the Church : in the first place, in individuals,

QS> justification and a new life, and next, as salvation in the latter.

§ 8 2. The Scdvation of Individucds—Justification.

The first point in subjective redemption is, according to Paul,

justification, r/ hcKaLcocn(; ijfMiov (Rom. iv, 25, cf. v. 18, iii. 30) :

SiKaLovv, God justifying believers (Rom. iii. 26, viii. 30, 33) ;

BiKaiovadai, the believer being justified (Rom. iii. 24, 28, v. 1
;

Gal. ii. 16, 17 ; Tit. iii. 7) ; and also the BiKaioavvr) Qeov, as a

gift received from God (Rom. v. 17 ; cf. x. 3, 4, ix. 30).

The question now is as to the signification of this term. The
idea of BiKaioa-vvr} itself has been previously discussed ; all v/e

have now to do with is how to understand the term Blkucovv.

AiKaiovv generally means to make right, to acknowledge, treat,

declare as right or just. In classical usage the word has two
main significations : (1) to do that which is right, in the sense of

awarding to any one his right : BiKaiovv riva, as a contrast to

dSiKetv Tiva ; as kukovv Tiva is to inflict kukov, evil, on any one,

so hiKaiovv is to do Bivaiou, that which is just ; hence then Bikul'
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ovcr6(u, to maintain his ri:zbt, in contrast to uZiKelaOai. Cf.

Aristot. Eth. Nicom. v. 9, 11. As it is generally said of a judge

who pronounces rightly, that he awards to any one his right, so,

following the twofold result of a decision, it may have a twofold

meaning, either of condemning and punishing, as often in the

classics, or of doing justice in a favourable sense, viz. acquitting

any one from an accusation, or acknowledging or awarding to him

his just claim. (2) It also means to consider, declare, or approve

of anything as right
;
just as a^iovv.

In the Old Testament the word has the signification of pro-

nonncing sentence, of judging rightly (by a judge) ; thus in the

LXX. (for P'';i>''?, 2 Sam. xv. 4 ; Ps. l.xxxiL 3 ; Isa. i. 17) ; espe-

cially in a good sense, that justice is done to the good cause,

'i'lieu it also means, to make righteous or good. Thus in a few

Old Testament passages, as Ps. Ixxiii. 13, iSiKaicoaa ttjv Kaphiav

fiov. On the other hand, hiKaiovv very frequently has the signi-

fication of esteeming, aeknovlcdging, treating, and declaring as

righteous. It is thus especially used for the judicial function ol"

acquitting, of pronouncing innocent and exempt from punishment

(Ek. xxiii. 7 ; Isa. v. 23 ; Deut. xxv. 1 ; 1 Kings viii. 32) ; also

of God as Judge ; hence oii SiKaioiiadai, (Ecclus. xxiiL 11, cf. ix.

12), is not to be exempt from ^j?ni/67/;nc?2<. But it has this mean-

ing in the sense of daily life also, and signifies first to excuse, to

rindicatc, sometimes by words (Ecclus. xiii. 22), sometimes by

actions (Jer. iiL 11 ; Ezek. xvi. 51, 52). Aikuiovv in this sense

coiTesponds to the other expression which is used in the LXX.

for ^iJ'?? P'ilV (Job xxxii. 2) : u7re(f)rji/€v kavrov Bikoiov, etc. (cf.

ver. 1, " He was righteous in his own eyes"). "With tliis wider

acceptation is connected the signification, to acknowledge as right-

eous, especially in the passive, to he acknowledged as righteous (Ecclus.

xviii. 2 ; Job xxxiii. 2) ; and also to represent as righteous, and

actually to prove it (Ecclus. xxxiv. 5).

The usage in the Nno Testament fdllows nltogothor the serond

of the two cliief cla.ssical signification-s. "Wo find hiKaiovv used

M'ith Qod as the object who is acknowledged a.s righteous (Rom.

iii. 4 (from Ps. li.'C) ; Luke vii. 29 : icuKalwcrav tov Geov ^aiT'

TiadevT€<; ; ver. 35 : itiKaLtidt} t) aocfiia utto twv TtKvcov, etc.
;

cf. Matt. xi. 19). It is also used of Christ, who is ju.stified by

th(! Spirit (1 Tim. iii. IG). In tliose two cases the object is

iuhcrenlly righteous, and it is raorily s:iid t1i:.t Tic is ackiiow-



DIV. II. § 82.] PAUL—SALVATION OF INDIVIDUALS; JUSTIFICATION. 497

ledged as righteous. It also occurs in respect to men. Thus in

the gospels man is acknowledged and dealt with as righteous

(Matt. xii. 37), in contrast to KaTahiKaadrjvat, to be condemned;

man also pronounces and declares himself to be righteous (Luke

X. 29 ; xvi. 15 : ivavriov twv avdpcoTroov ; cf. 1 Cor. iv. 4) ; or it

is God who acknowledges and treats the sinner as righteous

(Luke xviii. 14 : BeSiKaicofiivo'i ; cf. v-y^codrjaeraL, ver. 14, and

i\da67]Ti TM d/xaprcoXaJ, ver. 13). Among the apostles, except

Eev. xxii. 11, we find the expression in Paul and James only:

in the latter, in ch. ii. 21, 24, 25, cf 23 ; in Paul, in Acts xiii.

39, cf. 38 ; 1 Cor. iv. 4, vi. 11 ; Tit. iii. 7 ; Gal. ii. 16, 17,

iiL 8, 11, 24, V. 4 ; in the Epistle to the Ptomans, in the first

negative section, ii. 13, iii. 20 ; and in the positive section,

iii. 24, 26, 28, 30, iv. 2 (cf 3-9, 22, 25), v. 1, 9 (cf 10, 11,

16-21) ; also in the later chapters, vi. 7, viiL 30. The noun is

BiKaio)ai<i (Piom. iv. 25, v. 18). It is evident that Paul and

James always use BlkuioCv in the sense of esteeming, loronouncing,

and treating as righteous, both according to the measure of the

law (Ptom. ii. 13, iii. 20), and also according to grace. The latter

is the case in the Epistle to the Galatians, and also in the positive

section of that to the Eomans. Here the justification of the

sinner before God is evidently that which is meant,—that man,

although not justified by the law, is esteemed and treated as

righteous by God.

In all these passages, therefore, the fundamental meaning of

Si/catouv is the forensic and judicial signification. In the pas-

sages of the first class, that is, those which refer to a legal stand-

point, we see in Eom. ii. 13 that SiKaicoOija-ovTai is parallel with

the BUaioc irapd rS ©eoS (in God's judgment) in antithesis to

Kpi6i]aovraL and aTroXovvTat (ver. 12) ; also, in Eom. iii. 30, that

01) SiKaicodrjcreTat, Trdcra adp^ is parallel with v7r68tKo<; tm ©eat

(ver. 19). In the passages of the second class this sense is un-

mistakeably evident, both from the contrasts presented, and also

from positive explanations which more exactly define it. With
respect to the latter, it is unquestionable that the sinner, who is

liable to the divine displeasure and judgment, is described as the

subject of the BiKaiovadai. Thus Eom. iii. 24, cf ver. 23, 19,

20, 9 ; also iv. 5 (aae^ij'i) : hence this subject hLKaiovrai only as

a gift (Scopedv, Eom. iii. 24) ; by faith and not by works (Eom,

iii. 26, 30) ; by graco (Eom. iii. 24) ; not by merit (Eom. iv. 4) ;

2 I



493 TEACHING OF THE AI'DSTLES. [PART 11.

by means of the redemption of Christ as the atonement (Rom.

ill 24, 25). It is, moreover, unqnestionable that Bikuiovv is

e.xphiined by Paul as an imputation of rif/hteoiisucss—Xoyi'^eadai

BiKaioavi/jjv (Koni. iv. G, of. v. 22)—to a subject who is not

BiKaio^ in himself (llom. iv. 5) ; and this imputation inchides,

indeed, the forgiveness of sins (liom. iv. 6-9 ; cf Acts xiii. 38, 39),

man thus having peace with God (Kom. v. 1), and standing in a

friendly relation with Him, being no longer His enemy, but ix'con-

ciled to Him (Horn. v. 9, cf. x. 11). The contrast to hiKaiovv is

therefore ijKaXeiv, to accuse (liom. viii. 33). The antithesis of

BiKai(i}ai<i is KUTuKpifia (Rom. v. 18). Whosoever is not justi-

fied {SiKaiourai) is liable to punishment, and under the curse

(GaL iii. 11, cf x. 13). From all this there can be no doubt

as to the forensic cliaracter of the word BiKaiovv as used by Paul.

The opposite interpretation, which understands Bikuiovv as

inaking righteous, has been brought forward by the rationalistic

party, faith being looked upon as a faithfulness of conviction

;

it has also been advanced by the supernatural, especially Catholic

j)arty, justification being blended with sanctification, and bouiitl

up, not with faith, but with love and good works, the former

being united to the works. Not only the signification of the

word itself, but the context everywhere, is opposed to this view.

God being He who pronounces and treats the sinner aa

righteous, this justification, more closely considered, involves

(1) that sin is not imputed to the sinner as guilt (Rom. iv. 5-8
;

GaL iii. 11, 13; Acts xiii. 39, 38; Rom. iv. 7). This follows

from the contrast to justification, eyKaXelv and KaroKpifui (Rom.

viii. 33, v. 18), and the words /u»; Xoyi^ufievo'; ra TrapairTivfuna

(2 Cor. v. 19). (2) Positively, that /(///A is counted to the siniwr

as righteousness (Rom. iv. 5 ; Pliil. iii. 9). PeoM (»; flptjvrf trpb^

rou Geov, Rom. v. 1) is conditional on these two points, and

thus the relation between God and man is constituted so that

we have access to God (Rom. v. 2 ; cf Kph. ii. 14). We are tlnis

rtjconciled to God (Rom. v. 10, 11 ; 2 Cor. v. 20), and have the

a-wurance of tlic divine love to us, this love being si)read abroad

in our hearts (Rom. v. 5). pjimity has departed, and we know
omscdves to be t€ki>oi, Oeov (\l<>n\. viii. 14-17; C>al. iv. 6, 7).

'riui.s, tof), we Iniv(! llii* Kav^^HaOai iv rait dXi-sjrea-iv (Kom. v. 3),

and the hope wliieh " makrth not asliamed " (Rom. v. 5); also

the iXvU T/yv Sofvv toO &tov (Rom. viii 24). The consciousness
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both of reconciliation and sonship being conditional on faith, is

not possible without the Holy Spirit, through whom we obtain

faith (1 Cor. xii. 3), and the lively consciousness of God's love to

us (Eom. V. 5), and of our being His children (Rom. viii. 16).

Thus justification is nothing but the atonement rendered sub-

jective and brought to consciousness.

As justification depends only on the divine word of grace, of

which we become assured by faith, all tvorks of the law and all

ground for self-glory are excluded. Faith is in itself a renuncia-

tion of one's own personal sufficiency and moral desert ; it is the

Kara Geov Xvirrj (2 Cor. vii. 10). The epya vo/xov are works

which are in conformity to the law,—first of all the Old Testament

law, but also the moral law generally. They are therefore not

merely works of the ceremonial law, as the Catholics and the

ancient and modern Eationalists would put it. The second chap-

ter of the Epistle to the Eomans shows that the question is as to

general morals ; and the expression epya v6/xov alternates without

any alteration in the sense with the idea of epya generally (cf.

Eph. ii. 9 ; Rom. iv. 2 ; Tit. iii. 5 ; 2 Tim. i. 9). In Eom. ii. 13

the apostle expressly declares that the iroirjTol roO vo/xov are

righteous before God : the circumcision of the heart is of value

in God's sight (Rom. ii. 28, 29). Both the Jew and the Gentile

who work good (vers. 26, 17, cf. 14) would have a place before

God (ver. 10) ; the sin of both is an infringement of the law (ch.

ii. 12, 13, 21-24, cf 26, 27). This is also clear from ch. iv. 4.

The expression that the law cannot justify us (Gal. iii. 11, 21
;

Eom. iii. 21) only states the matter of fact. But the law, the

fulfilment of which would justify, is the moral law, and not a

merely ceremonial law. The antithesis of the epya is not

morality, but the grace, %a/3t?, which is contrasted with merit

(Eom. iv. 4, KUTo ocfjeiXrj/xa). It must have been very far from

the apostle's mind to assume that tlie law was something which,

working externally and from material motives, produced a mere

legality ; indeed, the very contrary is plain from Eom. ii. 12 ft'.

;

and this is quite in harmony with the statement in Eom. vii. 14.

The impotence of the law is based on the sinful nature, the trop^

of men. And this is so much the case, that the moral law, even

when inwardly felt and willed, cannot justify (Eom. vii), because

there is no power of fulfilment to combine with the assenting

will. In the wide and general sense, which results from these
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considerations, the ep7a vofiov are to be untlerstcod as inadequate

for the jusiitication of man (Gal. iii. 21 ; Eom. ii. 5-10). For

the Jews, at all events, tlie works of the statutory law were

inseparably included in the law of God and its moral obligation
;

hence, therefore, the inability of the epya and that of tlie Trepiro/xTj

coincide. Faith begins with the knowledge of the inadequacy of

the law, and then avails itself of the grace which makes free.

§ 8 3. The Salvation of Individuals—The Ncio Life of Bightcousncss.

The new life, just as justification itself, is necessarily bound up

with faith. Faith of itself is not tlie sulficient intervening cause

of justification. This cause is only the objective divine redemp-

tion, uTToXuTpwo-t?, the grace of God, and the atonement wliich is

thereby established (Rom. iii. 24, 25), the fruits of which are

appropriated by faith. Justification comes as a gift ; but, without

the susceiitil)ility of faith, this gift, presented to us through God's

grace and the mediation of Christ, would not come into our pos-

session. Indeed, faith itself is represented in Eom. v. as a divine

action; and we could not have the full feeling of faith without the

Spirit of God (cf. 2 Cor. v. 14). In Paul's view, faith not only

refers to justification, but is also the commencement of the new

life, and is so in two respects : on tlie one hand, it is the first

}joint of a continuous divine operation, and on the other, it is sub-

jectively a principle developing itself in a human life. In virtue

nf the justification by faith, we have entered into the actual pos-

.session of divine grace, with wliich is united the liope of future

glorification. Through this joyful certainty of justification the

Ffoly Gho!-t is .shed abroad in our liearts, and thus the first

essential step is taken towards tlie fiillilment of all those points

which in liom. viii. 29, 30 form a continuous and inwardly

connected senes. Through faitli Christ dwells in our xapBta as

an active divine principle (Kph. iii. 17). Thus the htKaioaOvri

Siov, wliich first of all is a divine act applied to us, becomes a

personal possession and attriliutc of tlie individual, and leads to a

divinely ellectcd renuiuiatidn of sin. and to the dominitm of the

ilivine principle with wliich we are in Icllowship. The progress

«'f the ajiostle's ideas towards the end of the fifth chapter of the

Kpislle to the Unmans shows luiw the oiKaioavinj assumes this

subjective character ; and in the beginning of the sixth chapter

an application of this is made to actual life. In order to exjdain
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tlie nature of BiKaioavur) up to this point from cli. iii. 23, Paul

has discussed that side of it which consists in justification, not

only in general (Eom. iii. 23-26), but with special reference both

to the conditions on which BLKaioavvrj depends, viz. faith in con-

trast to the fulfilment of the law (Eom. iii. 27-iv. 24), and also

to its origin as being effected through the death and resurrection

of Christ (Eom. iv. 24-v. 11), the type of Adam the first man
(Eom. V. 12-21). Now, however, Paul dwells upon the other

aspect of 8cKaLoa-vvT}, showing that it includes an inward tendency

and power of life which is entirely opposed to sin. For, says

Paul, so far from the doctrine of justification containing any
ground for continuing in sin, it, on the contrary, directly involves

the moral necessity for a new divine life (Eom. vi. 1-23), inas-

much as believers are in fellowship with Christ, that is, with His

death and resurrection (Eom. vi. 2-14), and therefore are no

longer under the law, but under grace, as the new ruling principle

which leads to ^(orj amvio'i (Eom. vi. 14-23). And thus, sub-

jectively considered, and under the presupposition of divine

justification, the whole nature of life which is prescribed for the

Christian is now unfolded : faith is the principle of love (Gal.

V. 6), and this is nothing but a reflection in the Christian him-

self of the divine love which has been assured to him in justifi-

cation. Thus faith becomes on this side also the root of a new
life of actual righteousness. This new life of righteousness is,

however, now more exactly explained by Paul from a standpoint

w^hich combines both the objective and subjective points of view,

that is, as the life which is in fellowship with Christ, being rooted

in faith.

The connection of this new position is set forth both in the

Epistle to the Galatians and also in that to the Eomans. By
faith, Christ Himself—this is the starting-point—is the principle

vjhich lives in believers, and brings about in them an organic unity

of life with Him. Faith is both the requirement for justification

and also effects this fellowship with Christ. Faith, as combined

with baptism, is an appropriation of Christ (cf. Gal. ii. 16-21, iiL

26, 27 ; Phil. iii. 12 ; Eom. vi. 1-11). In the last-named chapter

of the Epistle to the Eomans, Paul, as already remarked, passes on
from the subject of justification to that of the new life in Christ.

As previously sin, now grace, reigns 8ia BiKaioavm]'?] and this reign-

ing grace is no longer mere justification, but is actual righteous-
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ness, inasmuch as \\c, tlirougli tins grace and the unity Avith

Christ wliich is now cfTccted, liave become dead to sin, just as

Christ died on account of sin (Horn. vi. 4 if.). Tlie ahnost pro-

verbial sentence, that sin and the guilt of sin cease with death

(Rom. vi. 7), is applied to the figurative death, the ileath of the

old man in us, which is the result of our fellowship in faith with

Christ Not only does something t;dve jilace in us which is

similar to the death of Christ by which sin was subdued, but

this effect stands in causal connection with this His death. The

dirodavetv (Rom. vi. 8) is not an act or purpose of the human will,

but is an event which is brought about by the objective effect of

the death of Christ, and in the fellowship of faith is conveyed to

the subject ; it is the justification from sin as well as the liberation

from its power (cf. Col. ii. 11, 12). The great change which

comes upon man is the ireptTo/xTj XpiaTov, a spiritual event similar

in a higher sense to circumcision,—an event which is effected

by Christ, and consists in the aTreVSycrt? rov a-(o/xaTO<; t";? aapico<^,

the spiritual renunciation of the body of sin, i.e. the llesh ;
but

this change also leads to a new life similar to, and dependent

on, the resurrection of Christ. This change is brought about by

fiiith,—a faith which is produced by God as the principle of life,

just as He raised up Jesus. The connection between the death

of Christ and the death of the old man in us, and that between

His resurrection and a new life in us, is therefore the same (Rom.

vi. 9; Col. ii. i:', cf iii. 3; Ei)h. ii. 5). Now, however, the

grace of (lod reigns, which is equivalent to Christ reigning.

Xdpi<; and XpiaTo<; now stand in the jilace of ap-apria and 6di>a-

T09 (Rom. V. 21, vi. 9 ff., 14); and His dominion is shown by

His becoming the principle of our personal life (Gal. ii. 20
;

2 Cor. V. 15). As Christ not only witli.stood sin in His own

person unto death, but also suffered death for the atonement for,

and redemjition from, sin, so it is the same principle which in us

crucifies the flesh (Gal. v. 24), withstands sin (Eph. vi. 13), and

prwluces an obedience unto death (Rom. xiv, 4, 8; Thil. i. 21),

80 that we now live to God as Christ the risen One lives (Rom.

vi. 10, 11).

In virtue of this new life in Christ, it now comes to pa.ss that

Me are/m' frmn (fir law. Its rule has ceased, because the posi-

tion of man for wliich the law was jirescrilied is come to an end

(Gal. iv. 1-7
;

Rein. vii. 1-3). Hence the two comparisons of
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the law with merely temporary positions,—in one passage witli

childhood and guardianship, in the other with a marriage dissolved

by death, and with the relative obligation in each case. But
another cause of the freedom from the dominion of the law is,

that now a higher dispensation, instead of the power of the law,

has actually presented itself to man (Gal. iv. 4, 5). He is be-

come the property of another, and, in the irvevfia, has received a

new element of life (Gal. iv. 6 ; Eom. viii. 16), which is opposed

to the ypdfi/xa (2 Cor. iii. 6 ; Eom. vii. 6), and is the element of

a new freedom (Gal. v. 1, 2). Man has thus become a Kaivrj

KTL(Ti<i (2 Cor. V. 17 ; Gal. vi. 15, cf v. 6) ; he is the Kaivo<; or

vio<; av6pQ)7ro<; (Eph. iv. 24 ; Col. iii. 10, cf 9).

Thus the man who has passed from the law into the life of

the Spirit now actually serves righteousness with all his powers

(Rom. vii. 6, vi. 12-14); he walks in the Spirit (Eom. viii. 4,

cf 9). For the new man is in righteousness, and he is KTia-deU

iv BtKatoavvT) koX oo-iottjtl rrj<; aXrjdela^ (Eph. iv. 24) : it has

become an actual power of life in him, as the law of the Spirit

(Rom. viii. 2), as freedom (2 Cor. iii. 17), and as childship (Gal.

iv. 4-7 ; Eom. viii. 1 5 f ). This new freedom is at the same

time an inward moral obligation (Eom. vi. 18 ff.) ; and thus a

life is developed, which manifests itself outwardly in " faith, hope,

and charity" (1 Cor. xiii. 13 ; 1 Thess. i. 3). In faith the Chris-

tian entirely surrenders himself to God and Christ ; in hope he

meets the termination of this life ; in charity or love this life is

proved to be a divine power, and love is called the greatest of

the three, because in it the new life is most forcibly manifested.

This new life pervades the totality of man's being, and a whole

organism of virtues appertains to the nature of the new man
(Col. iii. 12 ; Eph. iv. 24 ff. ; Gal. v. 22) : he strives for all that

is lovely and worthy of praise (Phil. iv. 8, 9) ; in the spirit of

Jesus he is just in all the human relations of life (Eph. v. 22 ff.

;

Col. iii. 18 ff; 1 Cor. vii.; Eom. xiii. 1 ff. ; 1 Tim. iii. 1 ff., v.

1 ff.) ; all that he does is done in the name of Jesus (Col. iii. 1 7).

The whole shape of his being is changed by the renewing of

his mind into a similarity, not to the spirit of the world, but

to the perfect will of God : he dedicates his body as a temple

of God and as a sacrifice well-pleasing to Him (1 Cor. vi. 19,

20 ; Eom. xii. 1). The Apostle Paul has more than any other

applied the great principles of Christianity to the whole life,
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and has left behind him precepts for every province of Christian

ethics.

In this saiutijication the man contimially progresses, for sin is

subdued, ahhougli not destroyed. Sin, therefore, is still active, so

that in tliis world the new life is never quite consummated, but

there is need of constant watchfulness, purifying, and improve-

ment (cf Gal. V. 17 ; Rom. viil 12 f.) ; by these it is ever more

and more perfected (2 Cor. vii. 1) and also by a continuous renewal

(2 Cor. iv. 16), which is a constant glorification (2 Cor. iil 18).

Another attribute of the new life is ^'^occ, which it derives from

the God of peace (1 Thess. v. 23), who has given the witness of

our sonship through His Spirit, and thus, together with justifica-

tion, has established this new life (Gal. iv. 6 ; Rom. viiL 15, 16).

The word regeneration occurs only once in Paul's writings (Tit.

iiL 5). The fact itself is, however, most distinctly expressed in

the oft-named figure, that, having died and risen again with Christ,

we have obtained a new commencement of life.

§ 84. Salvation in Individuals—Completion thereof in Christ.

According to Iiom. viii. 1, if Christ is in us, there is for us no

longer a KaraKpifia (cf. ver. 2). Those in whom He is (ver. 10)

are also kuto. irvevixa TrepLTraTovirref (ver. 4). The body, indeed,

is subject to death on account ol sin ; the spirit, however, already

has ^(OT) on account of righteousness (vei^s. 10, 11) ; for the Spirit

Himself, in whom we are, is life, and brings peace in Himself,

—

a peace which keeps l»oth heart and mind in Christ (I'liil. iv. 7).

Its positive expression is the witness of the divine Spirit to our

son.ship (Rom. viii. 15, 16 ; Gal. iv. 6, 7). The feeling of son-

ship gives the power of bearing all sufferings (Rom. viii. 35, 28
;

2 Cor. iv. 9 fif., etc.) ; in it affliction is a suffering in the sense of

the sufferings of Christ, for Christ's sake (Col. 124); and all our

actions and life tend to enhance our consciousness that our justi-

fication is a free gift.

In the present time our sonship is only a commencing one.

It is cstal)lishi'd in i)rinciple, but awaits a future consummation

(Rom, viii. 23), together with the redomjjtion of our bodies from

all evil. This will be our glorificjition with Him, the <ruv-

ho^aadPivat, the future participation in the perfected glory of

Christ (ver. 17), or the full manifestation in our persons of Christ

am our life (Col. iii. 4).
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I
85. Salvation as regards the Church—Tlie Church of Christ.

The idea of an organically united fellowship is represented by

Paul under the figure of the body (Eom. xii. 5 ; 1 Cor. x. 1 7,

xii. 12 £f.; Epk i. 23, iv. 4, v, 30 ff. ; Col. i. 18, 24, ii. 19);

also of the building of a temple (1 Cor. iii. 16, 17; 2 Cor. vi.

16 ; Eph. ii. 20-22),—Christ being the Corner-stone in this case,

in the former the Head. It is a great unity, embracing and thus

removing all national distinctions (Gal. iii. 28 ; Col. iii. 11 ; cf.

Eph. iv. 4) : all the differences of nation, position, and race are

surmounted by the Spirit, and nothing of this kind can stand in

the way of the spread of this fellowship in all its fulness and

depth. The great barrier between the Gentiles and the theocracy

is now removed, and the new community can therefore unfold its

boundless extent (Eph. ii. 14, cf. iii. 8 ; Col. i. 6, 23 ff. ; Eom.

X. 12 ; Eom. i. 16). In the figure of the organism, two points

are involved,—the all-pervading, quickening unity of a life (Eph.

iv. 4, V. 25) with the manifold gifts which work together in it,

and the individual life of the members (1 Cor. xii.).

The actual position of the fellowship or Church does not, of

course, correspond to the ideal conception of it. This fact is by

no means overlooked by Paul, although he always views and

addresses the churches as a collection of those who have been

called and sanctified. He well knew that there were many non-

genuine members in the outward community of Christians, who
could not be properly elements in this fellowship (cf. 1 Cor. v.,

vi. ; CoL ii. 19 ; 2 Tim. ii. 19-21, etc.) ; but this fact does not

affect the continuance of the true Church, inasmuch as, being in

connection with its Lord, it can never want for real and genuine

members. Similarly, in spite of this fact, the gradual develop-

ment of the Church proceeds, and being the body of Christ, pos-

sesses inherently His fulness (Eph. iv. 16, iii. 19). The Church

grows uninterruptedly, and assumes to itsell the entire fulness

of God's gifts. This progress takes place, of course, amid much
conflict, in which we must press forward through the present

wicked alwv (Gal. i. 4 ; Eph. ii. 2) to the alaiv which is future.

The continuance and development of the Church depends, there-

fore, entirely on Christ, into community with whom men enter,

and are established therein in virtue of the divine redemption

and calling (1 Cor. i. 9). This participation is therefore not of
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r.n incidental character ; it depends on a divine preparation,

wliich not only sets forth as actually presupposed the work of

( 'hrist and the sacraments, but also specially ordains the parti-

cipation of the individual. The participation in the fellowship

witli Christ is, in Paul's view, conditional on an eternal act of

flection,—the whole divine work of salvation depending, indeed,

on this divine purpose (cf. § 81). The calling to the participa-

tion follows according to an inscrutable rule of divine wisdom, to

which rule no limits are placed (Col. i. 6, 23 ; Eom. x. 12) ; and

hence by it the barrier is removed between God's peculiar people

and other nations (Eph. ii. 14 f., cf. ver. 22).

The ordinances which are presupposed and set forth by the

dispensation of the divine election are the Word, Baptism, and the

Lord's Siqyper. By means of baptism, elect believers enter into

fellowship with Him, and through the Lord's Supper are con-

firmed in the same. For a right understanding of the passages

which deal with baptism, such as Pom. vi. 2 ff.. Gal. iii. 27 f,

Tit. iii. 5, Eph. iv. 5, we must note that, wherever its effects and

full significance are spoken of, it is evident that a baptism re-

ceived in faith is presupposed ; and it is thus a putting on of

Christ, and therefore a reception of the Holy Spirit. It thus

becomes a washing of regeneration, and in it is involved the

power which imites all in ev aotfia.

Paul speaks in detail of the Lord's Supper in 1 Cor. x. and

xi., in order to incidcate its proper celebration. It is called the

Bd'TTvov KvpiaKov, the rpuTre^a Kvpiov, and the elements to iron]-

piov T^9 evXoyia<; and o dpro<i, etc. It is a repast for a thankful

and believing remenibranco, but also becomes a communion cf

the body and blood of Christ (1 Cor. x. 16). This Koipmn'a

mi"ht indeed be possibly of a figurative and ideal diameter, by

the partici]>ating believer being stirred up to a remembrance of

.Te.sus and His death; but the remarks in 1 Cor. xi. 27-29

appear to be in favour of a real participation, for that which we

partake of is the aoyfia toD Kvpiov. The reference to the fellow-

Rhip which we have with one another (1 Cor. x. 17) appeai-s,

however, to be the express consequence of this real participation

in roniTuon in Christ; also in 1 Cor. xii. 13, where (TroTt'aOrjfKv

apIK-ars to point to the Loitl's Supper (cf x. 2-4, with this hint

as to the spiritual food of the new covenant), the union being

described as the result of some such real jiarticijiation. Certainly
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no indubitable exegetical proof can be brought forward for this

real view ; but very high probability is afforded to it by the

Pauline system of thought, wherein the dead and risen Christ is

the condition for our life and rules in it. Thus it is probable

that He who lives in us, and through whom we live (Gal. ii. 20),

who, too, will make our crwixa t^? raTreivuiaewi like His crcofxa

TJ79 86^r}<; (Phil. iii. 21), should place Himself in some such real

relation to us,—a relation which would have the effect of glorify-

ing our collective life.

^86. TJie Kingdom of Christ and the Power of Darhicss.

The apostle speaks of a great ivhole, the Head of ichich is

Christ, which through Him, and especially through His death, is

united in a living unity (Eph. i. 10 ; Gal. i. 20). Christ is thus

the Head of the whole spirit-world (Col. ii. 10, cf. i. 16). There

is a great family of God in heaven and on earth (Eph. iii. 1 5, cf.

10), which forms a kingdom of Christ as the Son of God (Col. i.

1 3 ; cf 2 Tim. iv. 1 8), and therefore a kingdom of God Himself,

the ^aaCkeia Qeov (1 Thess. ii. 12 ; cf Eom. xiv. 17, where it is

represented from the subjective side).

This large view of Christ's work, as extending to the whole

universe (Eph. i. 10), is the fivar-qpLov mentioned in ver. 9,—the

fiviTTrjpiov of the purpose which He formed of the dispensation

litted for the fulness of times, namely, that all, the whole uni-

verse, and first of all the created beings both in heaven and earth,

should be united in Christ. The effect of redemption, there-

fore, was to be not merely the conformity of earthly life to His

idea,—the union of men with God,—but also the restoration of a

harmony in the universe. The glance which, in Eom. viii. 1 9 ff.,

seems to attribute to the irrational creation a share in the pur-

chased freedom, now rises to a view of the great unity of the

heavenly and earthly world. The more exact reference of this

union to the work of redemption is set forth in Col. i. 20. In

this passage we must doubtless understand the ra iv roh ovpa-

voh to mean the personal dwellers in heaven, therefore the angel-

world. This view alone corresponds with the aim of the epistle,

which endeavours to put down the exaggerated veneration for

angels, and with this view shows that even the highest finite spirits

are only co-members of the great union which was established

through Christ and His death, and therefore stand in a friendly
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relation to us, but only through Iliin, our and their Lord. Cer-

tainly the atoning work of Jesus is not directly in question here,

as that from whii-h this union results ; for uTroKaraWu^ai cannot

be understood of the reconciliation of men with God,—a reference

which is excluded by the preposition et<? avrov. It is a reconcilia-

tion, the tendency of which is to Jesus, so that it must serve His

ends, in which He also appears as the first in everything,—every-

thing being not only through Him, but also for Him. Now this

reconcilation is nothing but the mutual union of the members,

—

this being also explained in eiprjvoTrou'ja-a^;, which must be taken

transitively. In this reconciliation and union of men, both

among themselves and also with the higher spirit-world, is in-

cluded of course their reconciliation with God, as without this

presupposition the former would not be possible. In becoming

children of God through this reconciliation and union, they also

become one with the children of light in heaven ; and thus this

union follows 8ia tov a'i/j.aTO<; tov aravpov avrov.

According to this view, Christ is the Head not only of tlie Church

(Col. i. 18), hut also, and in entirely the same sense, of all siiper-

natural principalities and potvcrs (Col. ii. 10 ; Eph. i. 21, cf. iii.

10 ; 1 Pet. iii. 22) ; wherefore all these powers cannot sever us

from Him and the love of God in Him (liom. viii. 38, 39). This

quite corresponds with the position which, as the instrument of

creation (Col. i. 16), He assumes over all these powers. Through

Christ there is one great family of God in heaven and on earth

(Kph. iii. 15). Every race in heaven and on earth has its name
from the Father of our Lord Jesus Christ ; that is, that both the

eartldy and also the heavenly family of God are called children

through Him and by Him, and are therefore one great family (cf.

Plph. iii. 10). In Col. i. 13 the ^aaiXeia rov vlov r^? ayd7rr}<:

avTov points to this great circle, of which, by means of the re-

demi^tion, we form a part.

According to Col. 113, this kingdom is opposed by the pov'cr

of darkness, which, under Satan, prevails among mankind by

mean.s of sin and death (Eph. ii. 2, vi. 11, 12). In principle, it

i« already sulxlued by the atoning death of Christ (Col. ii. 1 5
;

1 Cor. XV. 24-28) ; but becau.se the developnu'ut of His kingdctin

in Hi.s Church on earth is to realize thi.s victory, it is therefore

continuously engaged in a conflict with the power of darkness.

lu Col. i. 13 the i^ovaia tov o-zcoToi/f, the power of (moral)
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darkness, is mentioned, to which we belonged, as being under

an involuntary influence. The passage in the Epistle to the

Ephesians shows how this is to be understood, and that this

influence is based on a personal and wicked ruling will. In

Eph. ii. 2 the i^ovaia is the power of the kingdom of evil, which

is doubtless to be understood as being divided into a multitude

of individual beings. Its sphere is the air, o arjp. Its ruler is

the apxcov—Satan, aajava^ (Eom. xvi. 20 ; 1 Cor. v. 5, vii. 5
;

2 Cor. ii. 11, xi. 14 ; 1 Thess. ii. 18 ; 2 Thess. ii. 9 ; 1 Tim. i.

20, V. 15); hid^oko^ (Eph. vi. 11 ; 1 Tim. iii. 6, V ; 2 Tim. ii.

26) ; o TTovTjpo^ (Eph. vi. 16; 2 Thess. iii, 3 (?)) ; o ireipa^cov

(1 Thess. iii. 5) ; the 6eo<i toO ala)vo^ rovrov (2 Cor. iv. 4). The
addition tov Trvev/iaTO'i (Eph. iii. 2) shows that no physical being

or action is to be attributed to them, this power being thus de-

scribed as spiritually active. In Eph. vi. 11, 12, this i^ovaia is

again looked upon as a plurality of wicked spirits, and the addi-

tion eV Tot9 i'irovpavLoi<i (cf. Eph. i. 3, 20, ii. 6, iii. 19) is probably

parallel to the arjp in Eph. ii. 2, and is consequently to be taken

in a somewhat wider sense than elsewhere.

As may be gathered from Col. ii. 15, these ^ovjers were in

principle overcome Inj the death of Jesus. He has despoiled them,

—

that is, of their power,—and having made a show of them openly,

hath celebrated His triumph over them. This is effected by the

power of sin over man, which was in their hands, being broken

by His atoning death. It is unquestionable that only wicked

spirits are here spoken of; for there was no disgraceful subjection

as regarded the good spirits, who acknowledged the rule of the

glorified Christ. Notwithstanding this victory in princijDle, the

power of the world of wicked spirits partially continues, just as

sin itself. The conflict, therefore, against this power must also

be kept up (Eph. vi. 11, 12). The passage 1 Cor. xv. 24-28
shows that this conflict is a conflict carried on by the whole

kingdom of Christ, indeed by Christ Himself, and not by the

redeemed individually ; it must therefore result in certain victory

in the end.

^87. The Consummation of Salvation, loth for Individuals and

the Community.

However certain may be the ultimate victory in the conflict

with the kingdom of darkness, still I'aul has neither looked upon
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the conflict a-s one becoming less and le.^s sharp, nor is the vic-

tory in his view a gradual one. The hindrance is caused by the

energetic and positive nature of sin ; for this involves the fact

that sin will again and again concentrate its energy, and that,

therefore, in its progress of development, the opposition will more

and more tend to reach its culminating point. The conflict will

become sharper and sharper, although the final victory is none

the less certain. This train of thought entirely makes good tlie

idea that the appearance of Antichrist will immediately precede

the manifestation of Christ (2 Thess. ii. 1-12).

The complete manifestation of Jesus is His a7ro/ca\i/>/ri<? (1 Cor.

i. 7 ; 2 Thess. i. 7) ; irapovaia (1 Cor. i. 8, or rffiepa, xv. 23
;

1 Thess. ii. 10, iii. 13, iv. 15, v. 23 ; 2 Thes.s. ii. 1, 8); eVi-

<f)uv€ia (1 Tim. VL 14 ; 2 Tim. iv. 1 ; Tit. ii. 13) ; <f)apepova6ai

(CoL iiL 4). The most developed teaching on this point is given

in 1 Thess. iv. 13 ft. ; and this view is in harmony with the

description in llom. xi. 25 ff of the crisis brought on by the

conversion of the Jewish nation.

With the cessation of the conflict and the consummation of

the kingdom, the previous form of the kingdom itself also

changes. This is the sense of the passage (1 Cor. xv. 24-28),

according to which Christ gives up His dominion. After the

removal of all opposition to the realization of salvation, God is

all in all ; and thus the order of things ceases in which Christ

n les His kingdom with a view of subduing all opposition. The

last enemy which is to be overcome in this contest is death, and

this is done by the resurrection. But in this passage the ques-

tion is undecided, whether, in Paul's view, this victory extendi*

to all those who are subject to death, and tliat consei[UtMitly all

shall enter into the numl)er of those who in ver. 23 are described

as ol TOO XpLCTTov,—whethcr, indeed, the expression in ver. 28 ia

to be taken in the fullest and strongest sense of the word, or with

a certain limitatioiL On the other hand, there is no doubt that

the apostle has elsewhere spoken of an eternal damnation, and so

8j)oken, indeed, that it cannot bo undei-stood hypothetically ; for

in 1 Cor. vi. 9, 10, he threatens an exclusion from God's king-

dom ; likcwi.se in 2 Tliess. i. 9 still more categorically. It is

especially improl)al)le that the apostle intended to give any hoi>e

of restitution to the culmination ot sin mentioned in 2 Thess. ii.
;

therefore all that we can say i,s, that the apostle in dilToreut



DIV. II. § 87.] PAUL—CONSUMMATION OF SALVATION. 511

sections speaks from different standpoints, and that, at all events,

in his doctrinal system we have no tenable proof of any final

general abolition of sin.

The perfecting of the bodily life is a special element in the

consummation of Christ's kingdom (2 Cor. v. 1 ff. ; 1 Cor. xv.
;

Phil, iil 21). The most detailed teaching as to the general

resurrection is given by the apostle in the passage 1 Cor. xv.

Christ is the first-born from the dead (Col. i. 18 ; Eom. viii. 29
;

1 Cor. XV. 20). His resurrection is followed by ours (1 Cor.

XV. 23), and every one follows eV tc3 ISlw rd'yfiaTt,. The resur-

rection itself, the nature of wliich the apostle explains in 1 Cor.

XV, 35-50, takes place at Christ's return in a twofold mode : on

the one hand, it is an actual resurrection of the dead out of cor-

ruption ; and on the other, as regards the living, it is only a

change (1 Cor. xv. 51 ff.).

The perfected iwsition of believers is described as ho^a (Eom.

V. 2, viii. 18 ; Eph. i. 18),—a position to which they have been

destined from eternity (Eom. viii. 29, 30). This ho^a of be-

lievers depends upon the ho^a of Christ, and is a participation in

Christ's glory (Eom. viii. 17, 29). It is therefore called "the

hope of glory" (Col. i. 27), and is based on the divine fulness as

chiefly shown in His grace (Eph. i. 6) ; hence God is called (Eph.

i. 17) o Trarrjp t^? 86^T]<i, and the glory destined for believers

(Eom. V. 2) So^a rov ©eou.

In the remarkable passage Eom. viii. 19 ff., the Apostle Paul

has expressed the idea that the glorifying effect of the consum-

mation of Christ's kingdom extends to the whole of creation, even

to impersonal nature. In this passage he extols the high blessed-

ness of the Christian, although, indeed, not yet completed, but

still subject to sufferings ; and, in the first place, refers to the

position of the creation, which seems to point to some future

glorification, just as the position of Christians. Hence the glori-

fication of the Christian forms an essential element of that glori-

fication which is impending over the whole creation (vers.

19-23), That kti(tc<; here refers to the inanimate creation, in

distinction from men, is clear, if we consider two points : on the

one hand, that a contrast to Cliristians is thus established ; and

on the other, the ktIo-i^ is not described as a subject burdened

by sin, but only as liable to fiaTai6T7]<i—perishableness. Lin-

guistic usage, the predicates, and the connection of the section,
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are uU in favour of this explanation. Tlirough the wiW of the

Creator,—for the uTrorafa? is God, and not either man or the

devil,—nature is subject to perishableness, which lies upon it as

a curse. But as this curse, and the woe thereof, are bound up

with the necessity of deatli, which is based upon sin (vers. 22,

23), so nature itself will have its share in the impending glorifi-

cation of the children of God (ver. 21). And as the present

incompleteness and needs of nature seem to point to their future

glorification, thus the view involved in this prediction is a war-

mnty for the future glorification of the children of God. The

connection between this view of the present and future position

of creation, and the hope of the human life of Christians, is best

shown by a comparison of this section with the passage in 2 Cor.

v. 1-8, which is so allied to the former in its whole tone, and

testifies so fully to the oppression exercised by the bodily exist-

ence and the longing for a heavenly clothing.

§ 88. JRc/ercnce to God of tJie Restoration to Righteousness.

The apostle's teaching as to the person and work of Jesus, and

his acknowledgment of God as the eternal foundation of this

salvation, are comprehended by him in the prayer expressed in

2 Cor. xiii. 14, which, although only combining the three principles

of salvation, still traces them back to their divine causality, and

compreliends them in their unity. The words in 1 Cor. xv. 28,

that God will finally be all in all, have an explanatory parallel

in another j)assage (Eph. iv. 6), according to which God is the

Ix)rd exalted above us all, who worketh through all {i.e. makes

all His instruments) and is in us all, thus realizing for us a share

in His gi*ace and love. Thus the apostle goes back to the highest

views of salvation having its beginning in the Divine Being ; but

lie does not argue from them in the abstract, but only treats them

as a presui>positiun belonging to the great course of redemption.

In the separate points of the work of rcdenijition, the various

divine attribtitcs are therefore manifested in all their greatness

and glory. Tims CJod's wisdom is shown therein in all its mani-

fold character (Eph. iii. 10) ; also His love to those alienated from

Him (Horn. v. 8), and His grace (Eph. ii. 7); His righteousness

as modified by love (Kom. iii. 25, 20) ; His omnipotence as

quickening those both Iwdily and spiritually dead (Eph. i. 19, 20,

ii. 5; cf liom. iv. 17, 21, 24). All these attributes are manifested
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both in the purpose and plan of the whole dispensation of salva-

tion, and also in the separate stages and points of its realization,

to His eternal glorification (Eom. xi. 36 ; Eph. i. 12-14, iii. 21

;

Phil. ii. 11).

§ 89. Comparison of the Pauline System of Boetrine with other

Scriptures of the Hew Testament, espeeially the Epistle to

the Hehrews and the Writings of Luke.

As regards the ivritings of Luke, we have already seen in the

introduction and the historical division of this part, that the real

groundwork of the Acts of the Apostles is to be found, not only

in the aim of representing the Apostle Paul as the divinely

authorized apostle of the Gentiles, but also in the idea of the

universality of Christianity, which was so pre-eminently set forth

by Paul The author makes the apostle himself briefly describe

the Pauline doctrine of justification in one of his discourses

(Acts xiii. 38, 39). Besides, both Paul himself, in 1 Cor. xii. 1 £f.

and i. 7, Gal. iii. 2-14, and also the Acts of the Apostles, simi-

larly represent the communication of the Spirit and the gifts of

the Spirit as the essential signs of Christianity (Acts ii. 23, of.

16-18; viii. 15-17; x. 44-47, of. xi. 15-18; xix. 1-6). Our

first part has shown that Luke's Gospel, in the narratives and

discourses which it records, sets forth the Pauline idea of justifi-

cation by faith in Jesus Christ without meritorious works. With
regard to this point, we must especially call to mind the Christo-

logy. The gospel commences with the supernatural conception,

and herein a contradiction has been found to the Pauline doctrine

of the pre-existence. But this entry into life exactly corresponds

with the Pauline idea of Christ as a new starting-point of

humanity, and as the quickening Spirit. The pre-existing Divine

Being must, by some such event, call into existence a life in

humanity, which is of course presupposed as susceptible of the

same. Paul himself, moreover, has described the nature of Christ

as a higher principle by the terms irvevfj-a ^cooirotovv, trvevixa

a'^/iwavvrj'i. Adding to this the Pauline teaching as to the aap^

afiaprta^, and that the sinless Christ could only appear ev oixotwixaTL

aapK6<;, we see that, through the whole sphere of his ideas, it is

put forward that Christ could not enter humanity except under

the condition of the removal of the natural continuity, just as took

place, according to the gospel, in the supernatural conception. It

2 K
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is also remarkable that the same gospel traces back the geneal<\gy

of Jesus, not merely to Abraham, but on to Adam, and through

him to God. Thus, entirely in conformity with the Pauline teach-

ing and the universality of Christianity, Christ, as the second and

higher starting-point of Christianity, is placed in contrast to the

lirst man.

' The Epistle to the Hebrews ft)llo\vs very closely the Pauline

system, but yet it shows a certain independent development.

Points which Paul kept more in the background are made lead-

ing ideas,—a fact which gives a peculiar character to the teach-

ing,—and Paidine doctrines arc decidedly placed in a different

point of view. The former is especially shown in the teaching

as to Christ ; the latter in the positions given to the old and new
covenants. The Epistle to the Hebrews also turns to the Jewish

Christians with a view of bringing home to them the peculiar

nature ot Christianity ; but this is done in a milder and le.S3

])olemical mode, the fundamental idea of which is the positive

connection existing between the new and higher and the earlier

ordinance.

As regards the person of Christ, the Epistle to the Hebrews

follows the l*auline passages which are fullest on the point It

takes Christ to be the u/o? rov Geov in the highest sense (ch. i. 1,

cf. i. 5, 8, iii. G, iv. 14, v. 5, 8, vi. G, vii. 3, 28, x. 29), the Trpay-

TQTOKo^ (i. 6), who not only is to be placed above angels (i. 4 ff),

but in ver. 8 is plainly called God, with the attribute of everlast-

ing existence (i. 1 2). For He is the a-navyaaixa t?)<; Bu^rjf, and

the "x^apaKTijp tPj<; u7roaTdae<i)<{ of God (i. 3). Quite in harmony

with this, He is also the agent in the creation of the world

(i. 10, i. 2); appointed by the Father heir of all things (i. 2),

and the ui)holder of all things by the word of His power (i. 3).

in this exalted conception of Christ the ejjistle entirely follows

Paul, although there is no absoluttdy certain passage in which

the latter calls Christ God. In this epistle we do not find Him
designated as Lor/os, although in ch. iv. 1 2 f. certain ])redicate8

are laid down for the word, which might lead us to believe that

the I/)g03 is essentially intended, although in the lirst place only

the preached word is 8i)oken of.

Hy assuming Iniman flesh and blood in behalf of th(> work of

redemption {TrapaTrXijaioji; /iert'cr^^ff, cli. ii. 14, as tV op.ouiiip.aTi

aapKo<; up., Koin. viii. 3 ; cf the i/ptpai tP)>{ a-apKof avTov, Heb.
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V. 7), this Son, instead of the joy which was before Him, trod the

path of suffering (Heb. xii. 2). In order to take on Him the

seed of Abraham (ii. 1 G), He became in His humiliation a little

lower than the angels (ii. 9), and was liable to the infirmities and

temptations of the human life (iv. 15), even to the necessity of

death (v. 7), and was like unto us in all things, but was without

sin (iv. 15, vii. 26). And this it was necessary for Him to be

(ii. 17), if salvation (ii. 10, v. 9), a true reconciliation (ii. 17),

and a cleansing from sin (i. 3), were to be established. For we
need such a Mediator and High Priest (vii. 26, iv. 15), who both

felt with us in our infirmities, and yet was separate from sinners

and exalted above the heavens. For on account of His sufferings

is He crowned (ii. 9), and for the sake of His holy obedience is

He anointed (i. 9), and exalted to the right hand of God in

heaven (i. 3, 13, viii. 1, xii. 2), having received the most glorious

name (i. 4) ; there He awaits the completion of His dominion

(x. 12 f. ; cf. 1 Cor. xv. 25) and the day of His glorious appear-

ance (ix. 28).

This Christ is therefore exalted above Moses (iii. 1 f.), and

even over the angels (i. 4 ff.) ; consequently the covenant founded

through Him is superior to the "word spoken by angels" (ii. 1 ff.),

just as in Paul's view (cf. Gal. iii. 19). Paul has also set forth

the peculiarity of the person of Christ in contrast to the old

covenant (Gal. iv. 4 ; Eom. viii. 3) ; but with liim the anthro-

pological development is always in the foreground, whilst the

Epistle to the Hebrews endeavours to show that Christianity, in

virtue of His person, stands infinitely higher than the Old Testa-

ment law, the latter being utterly unable to lead to that con-

summation which belongs to the new covenant. In this the

distinction hctwecn the Old Testament and New Testament high

priests and sacrifices is chiefly pointed out. Christ is the High

Priest of our profession (iii. 1), called thereto by God (v. 5
;

according to the order of Melchizedek, v. 10, vi. 20), who has

the attributes of purity and dignity fitting Him to be the High

Priest of reconciliation (ii. 17) for the good things to come

(ix. 11), and is therefore exalted to the right hand of God (viii. 1).

Christ fulfils this high-priestly ofiice both by His death, and also

by His action in the heavenly sanctuary above. His death is a

holy sacrifice offered in blood (ix. 14), by means of the irveifxa

aldovLov. By this sacrifice He has borne the sins of many (ix, 28),
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and has efTcctcd a redemption from all the transgressions which,

under the old covenant, could have luund no certain redemption

(ix. 15, cf. X. 2 ; ix. 9). Inasniuch as He Himself was saved

from death (v, 7), He has subdued the power of death, that is,

the devil (ii. 14 f.), and by God's grace has died for all (ii. 9).

And He has also opened the new covenant as the promise of

the etemal inheritance (ix. 15), of which He is become the

^lediator (viii. 6, ix. 15, xii. 24), the Surety (vii. 22), and Shep-

herd (xiii. 20). Through this one offering He has restored the

perfect foi'giveness of sius, and the new way of sanctifica-tion

(x. 14-18, cf 22-25 and viii. 10 f.), in which He is also the

type and tlie forerunner (vi. 20, xii. 2). ]iut, on the other hand,

this sacrifice, which is represented under the figure of death pro-

ducing a testament (ix. 15 ff.), is also become the entry into His

second high-priesLly ministry, into His heavenly high-priesthood.

In His death He Himself is once for all made perfect (ii 10,

V. 9, vii. 27 f, ix. 26 ff.), and on account of it He has entered

His heavenly priesthood (ix. 24), in which He is constantly in

God's presence for the sake of His people (vii. 24 f.), and in the

perfect sanctuary performs the most exalted ministry (viii. 1-6,

cf X. 21). This culminating point of the ascension—the entry

into glory, and the ministry therein—is so forcibly set forth,

that the resurrection, which is only once mentioned (xiii. 20),

seems placed somewhat in the background.

This ministry of Christ is contrasted with the imperfect insti-

tutions of the old covenant. The high priests of this covenant

were themselves sinful (vii. 27 f, ix. 7), and as sacrifices offered

ncithing but the blood of beasts (v. 1 ff.) ; hence these sacrifices

had constantly to be re])eated. For althougli certain hiKaiu)fj,aTa

were connected with this ])riesthood (ix. 1), these ordinances pro-

duced no cleansing of the conscience (x. 2, ix. 9), but only of

the fiesh (ix. lo, cf 10), and are therefore called a v6fio<; iino\i}<i

oapKimj*: (vii. 10). They want the ])roniise of the divine oath

(vii. 20, 28), and are therefore beci»me obsolete (viii. 13) ; their

weakness, deficiency, and un]unfit;iblenes.s are evident (viii. 7 ff,

vii. 18). Thus the essential ])nrp()se of the Old Testament ordi-

niinces appears to be that of leading on by their own imjierfec-

tion t<» Homctliing higher (viL 19) ; they are an irrroSdyfia and

ffKid of heavenly things (viii. 5). All this is in harmony with

the Tauline ideas; but the epistle almost exclusively urges this
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side of tlie question, and does not dwell, like Paul, on the law

and its dialectics. In the epistle Moses is chiefly only a OepaTrmv

eh /lapTvpiov twv \aXr]d7](ro/xev(ov (iii. 5). The promises to

Ahraham are indeed mentioned in the Pauline mode (vi. 13,

vii. 5) ; but principally the author takes a survey of the entire

field of pre-Christian revelation, viewing it as one of incomplete

preparation ; the speaking of God to the fathers through the pro-

phets (7ro\vfj,€pcb<i and 'jroXvrpo'Trco'?, i. 1) and the w^ord which was

spoken by angels (ii. 2), being contrasted with the word of salva-

tion through the Son (cf iii. 1).

Through Christ and His ministry Christianity appears as

something by means of which, in the place of the previous cultus,

with its temple, altar, and priesthood, and its material sanctuaries

and feasts typifying those above, a new standpoint of quite

another kind is laid down, in which everything refers only to

that which is invisible, supramundane, heavenly, and divine.

This is the immense revolution which Christianity brings,—that

religion is no longer bound up with any such external sanctuaries,

but that, through Christ, the eternal High Priest, the holiest of

holies in heaven is directly opened to the redeemed, so that their

life, guided by this heavenly tendency, is henceforth a perpetual

worship of God. This heavenly holiest of holies is contrasted

with the earthly, material sanctuary, which only portrayed the

former. The newer, better, and eternal BiaOrjKT] (vii. 22, viii. 6 ff.,

ix. 15 ff., xii. 24, xiii. 20), resting on the great, divine oath of

promise (vii. 28), hath brought eternal salvation (v. 9, cf xiii. 20).

Having become fiero-)(ov Xpia-rov (iii. 14), or His oIko<; (iii. 6, He
being the Son therein), we have attained to a heavenly calling

(iii. 1), heavenly gifts (vi. 4), heavenly things (ix. 23). We have

the way open to us into the true holiest of holies (vi. 1 9) ; the

heavenly Jerusalem, the future and abiding city, lies before us

(xii. 22, xiii. 14), where the rest and the Sabbath, into which

the ancients, on account of their want of faith, could not enter

(iii. 19, iv^ 1), await us (iii. 9 ff.). This perfect salvation is

looked upon as close at hand (x. 35 ff.) ; through words and

signs we have the full confidence of hope in it (ii. 1, iii. 4, 6),

and must cling to this hope to the end (vi. 11), in faith (iv. 3)

and in patience (vi. 12 ff.). For this purpose believers are

endowed with the gifts of the Spirit (ii. 4, vi. 4, x. 29), and with

the assistance of the divine grace (iv. 16). They are therefore
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to offer their whole life to God as a sacrifice well-pleasing to

lliin, through the one High Priest by whom they are placed in

direct connection with tlie heavenly holiest of holies (xiii. 15 ff.).

They have the high privilege of participating in the sacrifice

offered, which was a thing not permit tod to tliose who served the

tiibernacle ; tliat is, tlicy can avail themselves of the si)iritual

appropriation of Christ's sacrifice, which penetrates into the whole

Christian life (ver. 10), by means of wliich are brought about

the promise of the law written in tlie heart (viii. 10 ff), the purg-

ing of the conscience from dead works to serve the living God
(ix. 14), and an entire purification and perfect corresponding to

the heavenly character of tlie new covenant (cf. x. 14-18, 22-25).

The difficulty of justifying themselves, if they have not remained

faithful, corresponds with the greatness of their calling (vL 4 ff.,

ii. 1 ff., X. 26, xii. 12 ff.).

In its subjective appropriation faith appears as essential, and

especially in its reference to the atoning death of Christ (x. 22,

cf. xi. 40) ; but it is also brought home to tlie Jewish-Chri.stian

reader by showing that it was faith by whicli, from the very

beginning, man became well-pleasing to God (ch. xi.). The idea

<if faith is thus modified in a way which has called forth the

assertion that this idea has nothing in common with Paul's.

P»ut what we read in ch. xi. is nothing but a peculiar shaping

and application of the Pauline idea of faitli, the roots of which

modification closely border on the conceptions in Pom. iv. In

the Papistic to the Hebrews, in the question of accppt<ance

with God, faith is made the necessary point (xi. 6) ; and faith is

justifying and saving, so far as it takes a lively gnisp on

God's heavenly promises, (xi. 1, oO f.), and tlie TraTpU is sought

(xL 14,10).

Tlie Epistle to the Ilcbreios is an element of our canon wliich is

full of meaning, and, from the peculiar jiosition which it a.ssumes,

of great value. It completes and supplements the Pauline

8y8t<!m, showing what might grow out of this field of doctrine.

]iy the conclusions which it begins to take, and its grcat(!r rest

and positivcne.ss in the conception of the distinction between

Christianity and the old covenant, it fonus an evident transition

to John's system of teaching.
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II. THE APOSTOLICAL TEACHING OF JOHN.

^90. Our Authorities for John's System of Doctrine.

Our view of the matter differs from that of those who take the

whole of John's Gospel, including the discourses of Jesus which

are recorded in it, as authorities for John's system of doctrine.

The historical portion—that is, the history and the discourses of

Jesus—belongs to the Messianic period. It has been asserted that,

if the discourses of Jesus recorded by John are compared with

the first Epistle of John, there is a peculiar affinity between the

two, not only in tone and style, but also in purport, so that no

difference of doctrine between them can be affirmed. There is,

nevertheless, a very remarkable and unmistakeable difference.

The idea of the Logos having been incarnate in Jesus of Nazareth

is peculiar to the fourth gospel ; but in the discourses recorded

by John this term Logos is never made to proceed from the lips

of Jesus Himself. In other points, also, the didactic matter of

the first Epistle of John goes further than the discourses attributed

by the apostle to Jesus. This is the case in the way in which

the epistle speaks of the death of Jesus, and of Jesus as the iXaa/nof

irepl TOiv dfiapri&v (ch. ii. 2 ; iv. 1 0, cf i. 7) ; also that the blood

of Jesus cleanses from all sin, and that He was the propitiatory

sacrifice, is not expressed by Jesus Himself in John's Gospel

when He speaks of His death (John iii. vi. x. xii. xvii). The

epistle speaks also of Christ's irapovcria (ch. ii. 28), which is not

mentioned in this way in Jesus' discourses recorded by John.

Certainly in the farewell discourses, especially ch. xvi.. He speaks

of His coming again ; but together with an intimation of the

resurrection a spiritual coming is there meant. The Trapovaia of

the epistle is, however, a glorious coming for judgment (ch. ii. 28,

iv. 17), as in the Synoptists. Moreover, in the epistle, a full

confidence in the hearing of prayer is expressed, but prayer m the

name of Jesus is not mentioned. John speaks of the '^^pla-fia of

believers (1 John ii. 20, 27), in virtue of which they obtain divine

knowledge and true consecration. Jesus says nothing of this, or

of the peculiar idea expressed in 1 John v. 6, 7. John applies

the term Sid^dXoq (1 John iii. 8, 10, cf. John xiii. 2) to the

same subject whom Jesus calls the dp^cov tov Kocrfiov tovtov

(John xii. 31, xiv. 30, xvi. 11 ; cf, however, John viii. 44). An
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accurate comparison will, in general, show that in the epistle the

ideas are more worked out, and that consequently the type of

doctrine is far less developed in the discourses of Jesus than in

the apostle's writings.

As regards the gospel, we may notice tliat John records certain

utterances of Jesus, with the remark that tliey were at that time

not rightly understood by the apostles (John ii 19-22; vii.

37-39, cf xii. 33). He therefore clearly distinguishes the

thoughts of Jesus from those of the apostles, and consequently

from his own personal ideas. It has been incorrectly asserted

that John has allowed the discourses of Jesus, and also of other

persons, to merge without distinction into liis own statements.

In tlie important pa.ssage, Jolin iii., an accurate consideration

will show that the whole train of thought, as a discourse of Jesus,

follows quite naturally from the situation, and that tlie limits

of the discourse are well defined. Against the Pharisaical opinion

which awaited the Messianic judgments on the Gentiles, Jesus

states that He had not come to condemn the world but to save

it (vers. lG-18); and to this follows the idea that the love of

light forms an element of faith (vers. 19-21), by which idea it

was requisite for Nicodemus to be tested. It is just the same in

other analogous cases in the gospel, such as the discourse of the

IJaptist (John iii. 27-36), which keeps entirely within the limits

of the liaptist's ideas ; for the view of the gift of the ^^pirit witli-

out measure and of tlie wrath of God belongs only to the Baptist

and not to the evangelist, and wliat is said about the " Son of

God " refers only to the event which took jdace at our I^ord's

baptism. The length of these discourses is no argument against

their authenticity. That which has remained inii)ressed on tlie

apostle's memory is quite of an individual character ; and, looking

at the participation enjoyed by John in the feelings and life of

our Lord, those remiuiscencos must not be motod out with any

scanty measure. It in the form, tone, and style of Jesus' dis-

courses we lind a harmony with John's form, tone, and stylo, this

only goes to prove that the disci])lo had thoroughly adopted and

clalxinitod in his own mind the teaching of his Master, and can

afTonl no argument for throwing doubt on the essential faithful-

ness of the record, and for removing all distinction between thrt

teaching of .losus as historically recorded by John and the hitter's

owu iHjrsonal ideas. It is, however, inherent in the nature of the
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question that we should meet with the contrasts of light and

darkness, and of life and death, both in the discourses of Jesus

and also in the writings of John. In these ideas a fundamental

view is involved, which a disciple might, indeed must, have

adopted from Jesus, which, too, is generally essentially Christian

in its character. We are therefore everywhere justified in affirm-

ing a Johannean system, which is distinguished from the teaching

of Jesus as recorded by John.

The direct sources for the Johannean system of teaching which

can be derived from the gospel, are, in the first place, the pro-

logue (John i. 1-18), and the short conclusion (John xx. 30 f.).

Next, we have certain statements which the apostle adds on his

own account, especially the interpretation of some of Jesus' utter-

ances, as in ch. ii. and vii., xi. 51 f., xii. 33 ; added to these, we
may compare the passage in which he concludes the account of

Jesus' public ministry (John xii. 37 ff.). Other passages may be

adduced, but doubtfully ; that in ch. ii. 24 f. must in any case be

added. But in another point of view the whole gospel is of course

of value for our purpose, as pointing out the events and discourses

which appeared to the apostle to be of special importance, and

were consequently impressed upon his memory ; thus also his

often brief remarks are supplemented and made clear.

The Apocalypse must be, in the first place, radically compared

with the Gospel and Epistles of John. The line of thought on

which the former is based, bears at all events a relation of

essential affinity to the latter, although unmistakeable differ-

ences exist. Christology and eschatology are pre-eminently de-

veloped in the Apocalypse, and in regard to both these subjects

it may be said to take a middle place between the systems of

Paul and John. In the first place, the idea of the Logos may be

found in it, but it is only applied with a special reference

:

Christ, as the Trto-ro? Koi d\r}6iv6^ (Kev. xix. 11), who eV Bikuio-

avvTj Kplvei Kol iroXe/Mei, is called o \0709 rov Oeov. With these

predicates something is connected which appears to point to the

atonement : He is said to be " clothed in a vesture dipped in

blood." The modern view, which looks upon the Christ of the

Apocalypse as described with an Arian or Ebionite tendency,

does not allow due weight to various passages, especially those

where the same divine worship is paid to Christ as to the Father

(ver. 13), and Christ is called the A and fl (xxii. 13). It the
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Opinion tliat gives a very early oriLrin to the Apocalypse were

con(irnie«l, it could be tlie more easily explained how in many
respects it differs so remarkably from John's writings, and yet in

many comes very close to them. The copious development of the

escliutoloiry, which goes further even than that in the P!pistle to

tlie Thessalonians, cannot be taken as any certain sign of a differ-

ence of doctrine. Added to this, throughout the whole book the

([uestion occurs, how much must be placed to the account oi form,

and what relation is borne to this by the subjectivity of the

author ? The more objective in its character the prophetic glance,

the less are we permitted to place everything to the account of

the person. If we reflect on the character of Old Testament

prophecy, and on the groundwork based in the recesses of the

human mind, giving rise to an intuitive view which is something

different from common dreaming or meditation, we shall indeed

acknowledge that the modification of the prophetic view is

affected by individuality, but must also recognise the objective

force as a factor therein ; and a due regard to this should guide

us and impose caution in the judgment to be passed on the pur-

port of the prophecy.

§ 91. Characteristics and Arrangemeiit of Juluis Systan of

2\ach ing.

John's system of doctrine belongs in its character to the

second fundamental fonn of apostolic teaching,—that, namely,

which chieHy comprehends Christianity in its distinction from,

tlu old covenant. In his view, the gospel is grace and truth in

Christ Jesus (John i. 17, cf. 14), and is indeed contrasted with

the law given by Moses. We have therefore placed together,

face to face, grace and truth and the law—Christ and Moses.

His standpoint is thus denoted to be Christological. The peculiar

character of Christianity as compared with the law is not shown

by him in its effect upon men, although this is of course implicitt

involved in the idea of grace and truth, but he represents the

contrast as exhibited in the persons of the authors in an objec-

tive point of view on both sides. \\y thi.« view John is distin-

guished from Paul, who, acting in a contrary way, when he mast

em[ihatically sets forth the distinction between the two cove-

nants, is not in the habit ol referring to the personality of Christ

aa contrasted with a mere man such as Moses, but rather to the
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subjective effects of each. John's system is, on the other hand,

evidently allied, as regards this point, to the Epistle to the

Hebrews, which, in the first place (ch, i. 1-3), shows the differ-

ence between the Son and the prophets, and then, from the Old

Testament proving Him to be God, goes on further to base the

whole peculiarity of Christianity on the special nature of Christ,

who was an High Priest entirely different from that of the old

covenant. The Epistle to the Hebrews thus forms a transition

to John's system. But John does not polemically assert the

peculiarity of Christianity as compared with the old covenant

;

and however significantly he may set forth the contrast between

them, he appears to be in quiet possession of his views, and

therefore proceeds quite simply to state their peculiarity posi-

tively, without any controversy. He takes Christ as his ground-

work, and, however much he may set forth His death, he dwells

upon His person more than upon His work. When he speaks of

Christ, he regards Him less predominantly than Paul as the dead

and risen Christ. These points are established in his system, but

they are included in the person of Christ as he views it, in which

he comprises everything which concerns Him. According to

John i. 14, Christ Himself is full of grace and truth : it not only

comes hij Him, but is in Him, because He is the Only-begotten

of the Father, and endowed with glory. Because he had beheld

this glory in Him, he wrote the gospel which most clearly of all

represents Him as •jrXijprj^; 'x^dpiro^. For this reason, at the be-

ginning of his gospel he placed the prologue, in which, from the

very first, he fixes his glance on Christ, and, indeed, on His

divinely incarnate nature. So also in his epistle (1 John i. 1-3)

he makes Christ the groundwork : everything which he announces

as Christian truth is included by him in that which his eyes had

seen and his hands had handled,—that is, in the person of Christ

Himself. And in this point of view the Apocalypse also is

genuinely Johannean, if we consider its commencement (i. 4-8),

and also the messages to the churches in the three first chapters,

all of which proceed upon the person of Jesus.

From this it is clear that the distinctive character of Johns

si/stem is constituted by his assuming a theological, and not an

anthropological standpoint as Paul (with the exception of the

Epistle to the Colossians). He takes the principle of all life as

his groundwork, and then descends to all the matters presented
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to him by experience. But in his view the theological stand-

point is identical with the Christoloprical, because this very prin-

ciple of life is in Christ, and the Fatlier is known through the

Son (John i 18). This standpoint is, moreover, an objective ona

The divine nature as it is in Christ is not, in tlie first place, con-

sidered in its communication to men ; but eternal life in Clirist is

first regarded per se, although he also goes on to represent its com-

munication to the world. Christianity could, however, be viewed

in this light only after Paul's great contest against the Judaistic

conception of it had been brought to a successful issue. With
regard to I'aul almost entirely confining his arguments derived

from the Christolog}' to the Epistle to the Colussians, we may
remark tliat this epistle was addressed to a district near to that

in wliich the ministry of John found its principal scene, and that

it was called forth by the commencement of a system of gnosis

which tended to alter Christianity. Similar inducements may
liave brought to maturity the tendency which was rooted in

John's personal individuality.

It naturally results tliat the statements of this apostle, who
more than any other takes a speculative tendency, and aftbrds

the commencement of a Christian gnosis corresponding to his

personal character and the historical relation of his writings,

bear an intuitive rather than a dialectical stamp. From the

profound tranquillity of his inner life of faith tliere springs forth

a conccjttion of Christian trutli,—a conception which rests on an

intuitive contemplation, and, althougli entering upon the form of

an idea, does not bring it out to full development. The truth

appears in wide, com})rehensive ideas, which, however, are not

analyzed as by Paul, whose doctrine also took its rise from an

inward experience. These ideas are so very comprehensive, and

so deficient in strict division and limitation, tliat it is very diffi-

cult to exhaust them as a subject. The intuitive tendency is

also a speculative one. This we can follow out not only where

he enters u])on the field of the divine origin of things, but also

where he deals with a more practical suhjoct, and can pursue it

up to the subjective expression of the ])rinci]>le ; the stress laid

upon the idea of love certainly forming an element in thi.s.

From this exjiosition of ita character, we see that the develop-

ment of John's teaching must be ba.sed on God, and indeed

objectively,—not, thereforf, on the divine fellowship, hut on thy
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nature of God manifested in Christ. It will then treat in the

first place of Christ, and through Him of the Father and the Son.

It then goes on to speak of the world, and the relation borne by-

God to the world and mankind, both as they originally were, and

as they have become. Lastly, it considers the world in its fel-

lowship with God through Christ,—the work and result of the

atonement. We shall therefore divide John's teaching into the

tln-ee following main sections :

—

God in Christ.

The World and Mankind.

The Fellowship of the World with God through Christ

§ 92. God in Christ— Tlie Word, the Ordy-bcgotten Son.

The idea of the Son as the incarnate divine Word is set

forth by John in the prologue to his gospel (i. 1-18), with

which we must compare the brief hints expressed in the com-

mencement of the first Epistle (o \0709 t?}9 ?^>}9, 1 John i. 2),

and also the X670? rod &eov (Eev. xix. 13) as a mysterious name
of Christ. The idea of this Logos must, however, be derived from

the prologue to the gospel. We must of course seek to obtain

our conception of it from a direct source, rather than from any

history of its development outside the New Testament. Some
external cause might have influenced John to make use of this

designation in describing the divine nature in Christ : he might

have found the Alexandrine idea of the Logos current in Asia

Minor, Ephesus having then an active intercourse with Alex-

andria, not only of a mercantile, but also of an intellectual

character. We are, however, by no means justified in supposing

that John appropriated this idea in the very shape in which it

prevailed in the Alexandrine Jewish philosophy, but must be-

forehand take the standpoint of developing out of John's con-

nection of thought the modification of the idea of the Logos

which is peculiar to him. There was a false gnosis, which was

then commencing to prevail in Asia Minor, and, creeping into

Christianity, sought to obtain the pre-eminence and mould it

according to its own notions ; this must be looked upon, even more

than the Alexandrine idea of the Logos, as the inducing cause of

the peculiarity of John's prologue, and the whole of his teaching

as to Christ. But, on the other hand, the basis of this peculiarity

lies much deeper, m the natural disposition of the apostle liimself.
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as we venture to iina2;inc it, and also in the whole of his ten-

dency to view the divine nature as the primitive existence. It

was therefore not only the expression of his own personal con-

sciousness, but also a consideration for the special needs of the

times in which he lived, and the circumstances surrounding him,

which guided the apostle. In the ])rologue, he gives the result

and the quintessence of all that, as a faithful witness of Jesus, he

had to relate as to His life and discourses ; at tlie same time, he

states the point of view from which they are to be regarded.

The Synoi>tists Matthew and Luke j)reface their account of

Christ's public appearance with a history of His eartldy origin,

and also with a human genealogy, and thus manifest the character

peculiar to them of keeping to the historical side of His a]->pear-

auce ; John, however, on the other hand, traces back Christ's

appearance to that which is eternal and primordial, giving, as it

were, a dicine genealogy. For it is this divine element in Him
which John chiefly seeks to depict and to adopt as his startiug-

point.

In giving our attention to the 2Virport of this j^i'olorjuc, we meet

with a twofold purpose in it,—to depict the divine "Word, both in

His nature and operation, and also in His human appearance. As
regards the former, we must distinguish between the relation of

tlie Word to God and His relation to the world. The apostle

commences, " In the beginning was the Word," iv apxf) (ver. 1).

This apxh J^ evidently something entirely different from that

named in Mark i. 1, where the commencement of the gospel is

simply meant. It is also not the historical beginning in contrast

to the mere existence of the world, for the contrast to the world

does not occur until ver. 3, and then in a much more f(»r(iblo way.

Tliese words, ev apxv, '"''ly he best compared with the J^'^'X^a

in Cen. i. 1, creation being there compared witli all temjjoml

existence ; but if this expression conveys the iilea of the transition

to ii temporal state of being, .bthn's tV apxfi is distinguished from

it by carrying us to a period antecedent to all this creation (cf. John

xvii. 5), and thus jutinting to tliat which is })rimordial and ante-

mundane. Tlie Words iruvra eyivero (ver. 3) lead to this con-

clusion. Th(! l/)gos being " in tlu; bt-ginning," His relation to

(lod is thereby declared. He is distingiiisluid from Cod, f(tr lie

i« TTpos Tuv &e6v, with God, in fellowship with (Jod. I'.ul this i.s

also a denoting of unity ; and Iiow this unity is to be understood
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follows from the words 0eo9 rjv 6 Xoyo'i, ©eo<t being the predicate.

As we may and must clearly presuppose the unity of God, the

effect of these words would be, that the Logos was one wdth God,

in that Avay that He might be distinguished, but not divided from

God. Thus the words ©eo? ^y 6 X0709 do not form an antithesis

to 6 X6709 ^]v 77/309 TOP Qeov, neither are they identical with it

;

they express the same idea in a more forcible and definite mode.

They are, in fact, a new predicate which sets forth the distinction

of persons in unity. And this unity is not to be catachrestically

understood ; but the more forcibly the gospel sets forth the principle

of monotheism (John xvii. 3, v. 44), the more must the Logos,

who, according to John, "was God," be considered as actually one

with the divine essence. This idea contains, therefore, much
more than the words elKoov Qeov.

We must now consider the relation of the Logos to the world.

The existence of the world is referred to Him as the agent of

creation. The word hid conveys the idea, not of the first and

original cause, but of a causality bringing it about as an agent.

The apostle is not content with this general indication of the re-

lation of the Logos to the world, but goes on to point out how
this relation is to be more definitely understood, and also to add a

new element of connection. In the Logos was life (ver. 4) ; and

being life in Himself, through Him all things might be created,

—

through Him, who, as the living One, might be the active cause of

a life existing outside Himself. But inasmuch as life was in

Him, and went from Him to the world, He was the source of life.

The apostle expresses this in the words that " He was the light of

men" (ver. 4). The term ^wr) conveys the idea of the general

principle of life, both spiritual and bodily ; in ^<y<? this principle is

more strictly defined as that which enlightens in a spiritual point

of view. But we can hardly limit this idea to any particular

period in man's history, and must look upon it as intended to

apply generally. Ver. 4, which is closely connected with ver. 3,

introduces us to the whole scope of the history of mankind.

Having made its appearance among men, this light became mani-

fest as a sanctifying principle in the midst of a dark world. It

shineth in darkness (ver. 5), which is exj^ressed as present, this

light being a continuous one. This exposition, extending to the

fifth verse, opens the way for that which the apostle had to state

as to the appearance of Christ during his own time. On this point
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he expresses himself in the first iihice but briefly, showing that this

principle of enlightenment and sanctification had not come forth

in the Baptist ; and although the latter was " sent from God," yet

liis vocation only extended to bearing witness of the light (vers.

G-8). Kext, he again goes on to follow out still further the opera-

tion of the Logos among mankind. The first point is, that the

Logos had been at all times the principle of spiritual enlightenment.

Another stage of the manifestation is, however, intimated in vers.

9, 10 : the light came into the world, and shone in it as a true

light, but also as a principle which met with opposition among

men. Although He was " in the world, and the world was made

by Him," nevertheless the world, which was " His own," every-

where resisted Him (vers. 10, 11); but in those who do not

oppose Him, His nature and His elficacy are so manifested, that

they, by faith in His name, became children of God, as if bom of

God (vers. 12, 13). And now follows the third stage of His

agency. Not only does the Logos produce spiritual enlightenment

among men, but He has appeared and dwelt among them, so that

they could behold His glory (ver. 14 If.). He appeared in the

world in the liesh, individualized as a man. The above-named

ideas constitute the train of thought which runs through the pro-

logue, and make up the predicates which are attributed to the

Ixjgos.

The question now arises, what idea we have to form of the

Logos, acconling to the data laid down by John ? In solving this

question, we must avail ourselves both of the interpretation of the

term itself, and also of tlie historical development of the idea.

'J'he details of the prologue shut out most of the explanations of

l\ui idea mIucIi are derived from the word itself Thus we cannot

understand the Logos to mean that wliich is elsewhere called in

tlif! .Scriptures the " word of God,"—that is, the truth which had

been previously hidden, but is now revealed through Christ,—an

interpretation whicii has been given to it both in ancient and

mndern times. For, according to the features developed in John's

prologue, the I>ogos is not revealed truth, but, lii*st and fonuuost, the

creative principle of the world. We are also unable to look upon

o X070V = o XeyofKvo^: = the promised One. The latter even wouhl

Ik; a forced mode of expression, and using \0709 for \ey6fiivo<i

would be still worse. Added to this, Christ is not anywhere ex-

pressly called the " promised One." Moreover, the high conclusion
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which John, in the prologue, derives from the creative agency of

the Logos forbids such interpretations as Lehrer's, 6 Xeywv ra tov

Seov, the audor vcrhi clivini, the founder of Christianity. The idea

is also excluded that Xoyo'i = 6 Xeycov = audor dodrincc,—cffcdus

irro cjfflcicnte being used metaphorically. The fact of Christ being

a teacher is not set forth in the prologue, except in A^er. 18 ; and

even there it is not through His word that He " declares the

Pather," but by His being the incarnate Logos, and as the Logos

the principle of all creative and revealing divine action. But

the term itselt decidedly opposes any such interpretation : X070?

stands everywhere, not for the speaker or the teacher, but for the.

matter spolccn (cf. Ps. xxxiii. 6, cxlvii. 15, 18). According to all

biblical usage, God is He who speaks, and X0709 is that which

is spoken by Him ; in Philo, too, the absolute God is called

o Xe7&)y or \a\6yv even in His relation to the \6yo<;, who is named

the prj/xa TOV alhlov. Finally, John's description of the nature

and agency of the Logos is just as little in favour of interpreting

it to mean ratio = reason or luisclom. Although these ideas may
form points in the conception of the Logos, it cannot be said of

wisdom as a divine attribute, 0eo<? rjv X6yo<?, neitlier is the de-

claration of the incarnation directly compatible with either of

these explanations. Nowhere, however, in the Scriptures generally

does the idea of the word (X.0709, "i3"=i) occur for the attribute of

wisdom ; and in this passage especially the relation expressed to

p^api9 and aXi]6eLa (vers. 10, 16, 17) shows that the conception

of the Logos must be of a much more comprehensive nature.

According to all the predicates which are here applied to it,

the word Logos can be nothing else but an expression for God

Himself, considered in His creative, operative, self-revealing, and

communicating character. "VVe are, moreover, led to the same

conclusion, if we glance at the historical course of development of

this idea, and compare it with John's conception. We have to

follow the development ot the idea of the Logos from its basis,

rooted in the Old Testament, through the paths of apocryphal

literature down to the Alexandrine gnosis. On Old Testament

ground, the word is presented to us by the creative, operative,

and thus declaratory action of God (as He who speaks). God as

operating and self-revealing is sometimes represented chiefly on

the side of His power (He speaks and it is done), sometimes on

the side of His wisdom. The latter is forcibly set forth in Prov.

2 L
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viii. and Job x.Kviii., and in the Apocrypha in Eccliis. xxiv. The
last passage and Wisd. Sol. vii. represent both the original relation

ot wisdom to CJod, and also its operation in the world,—tlie latter,

indeed, as a taking up its abode among men (Bar. iiL 9, 4). The
wisdom which was among tlie Jewish nation is the law of God.

^loreover, in the Book of Wisdom, as an Alexandrine work, this

wisdom is not oidy personified, but also such attributes are

applied to it, that in some passages it seems doubtful whether it

is not actually looked upon hypostatically as an emanation from

God. Furthermore, in addition to the wisdom, the power of God
is set forth, and so set fortli, tliat wisdom itself is caUed iravro-

hvva^iL<i (vii. 23), and also the energetic divine Word is represented

as appearing in the form of a person (Wisd. Sol. .xviii. 15),—

a

form which is taken from the appearance of the destroying angel

(1 Chron. xxi. 15). The way in which the illimitable operation

of God is thus described sometimes by ao^'ia, and sometimes by
X0709, rendered it but a short step to combine the two in the

word X0709,—a step, too, which in the linguistic domain of the

Greek language might readily be looked for. This step is taken

in I'hilo's theory. He makes the Logos the essence of the divine

power ; but both His nature and relation to the absolute God are

kept in such mystic obscurity, that it is difficult to decide wliether

an hypostasis is actually intended or not. Tlie arguments which

have been brouglit forward in modern times in favour of the

former view can scarcely be considered as convincing. This re-

mark ai)plies to the predicate apx'^yy^^^'^ I
^^i" Bhilo applies the

term 0776X09 even to the divine powers which are certainly not

hypostatically viewed, and, on the other liand, calls the absolute

God Hini-self upxayye\o<;, without any idea of identifying Him
with Hi« i^owers. It also api)lies to the expression 6 Bevrepo'i Geot,

which might aj)ply ti) the alxsolute God Himself lookcil upon in

another point of view.

However we may decide this question, there is in any case a

great difference between the views as to the Logos lu-ld by John

and riiilo respectively. We see this from our inability to com-

pare the immanent Logos of John with tlie immanent Logos of

I'hilo. The a])]>earance of the I^>go.s in I'hilo corresponds to His

incarnation in .John ; but the indeju-ndence which, according to

the former author, tlie I/)g08 has, or aj)j)ears to liave, is already

His property, in Jolm's view, even prior to the incarnation. In
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like manner Philo only metaphorically gives the name of Bevrepo'j

0609 to the Logos ; but John calls Him 0eo9 in the strictest

didactic sense, not, however, supposing two hypostases as two

natures, but identifying Him with God on one side, and, on the

other, distinguishing him from God. The Logos is God, as He
whose person can be distinguished, who brought about the exist-

ence and life of the world. Further, instead of the physical

antithesis of light and darkness, the moral contrast is set forth by
John (John i. 5) ; and in connection with this, instead of Philo's

docetic o-v/^t<? of the divinity in the Messiah, we have in John the

actual incarnation of the Word (John i. 14).

Our glance, therefore, at the historical course of development

points out to us the starting-points of this doctrine even in the

Old Testament ; but, on comparing John's idea of the Word with

the stamp of the Alexandrine doctrine of the Logos, we cannot

fail to remark the decided originality of the former, which, indeed,

can only be explained by an historical reference to Jesus. With
the latter order of development John's teaching has but this

point in common, that the Logos is tlie expression for the principle

of the essential manifestation of God ; and this historical parallel

assists in setting aside the ambiguous interpretations of the idea

which we before alluded to. Besides this, the predicates which

are ascribed to the Logos distinguish Him so essentially, that

the precise definition of the idea may be clearly gathered from

the train of thought in the prologue itself John plainly iden-

tifies the Word with God ; the result therefore is that the former

must be in his view something more than a divine power, and

that he must rather have considered the Logos as the sum-total

of all divine power (cf ver. 14). We may now take into account

the name of Logos, which is applied in the Apocalypse (xix. 13)

to the self-same Person, who unites in Himself the divine powers

—the eina irvevixaTa (iii. 1)—which are represented under the

symbols of the cTrra Kepara and eirra 6(^6aXfioi (v. 6), referring

both to omnipotence and omniscience. This sum-total of the

divine power, which is identical with God Himself, can be neither

an emanated power, nor a divine substance apart from God : it is

only distinguished, but not apart from God. The Logos, in John s

idea, is God as a reflection and manifestation of Him ; but although

reflected. He is so essentially God, that in Him all the fulness of

the Godhead dwells, and nothing in it is alien to Him. The
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Logos constitutes the -svliole element of God wliich is manifested

in the >vorld ; and, as the reflection of God, it is lie through

whom the origin, continuance, and perfection of the workl are

brought about. With this we must compare what Jesus Himself

said (John v. 2G) as to His filial relation to the Father,—that

the Father had given to Him to have life in Himself, but as

imparted. The words o \0709 tt}? ^o:^? (1 John i. 1) must be

referred to the idea of the Logos laid down in the prologue to the

gospeL Some expositors have, indeed, understood X0709 in this

passage in its ordinary meaning of " teaching," and have taken the

tMching as to life, with the aim of tlie communication of life, as the

object of that which the apostle had perceived by his senses,

—

which object, however, had been pre-ordained by God from the

beginning of the world. Attempts have, indeed, been made to

explain the words rjv air apx^)^ as the conmiencement of the office

of the apostles as teachers ; but this view at once falls to the

ground if we compare the parallel in the second verse, rrjv ^coijv

rrjv amvLov yrii; yv Trpo? rov TraTcpa, etc. But the declarations

o ecopuKa/iev and o uKrjKoafiev altogether point to a person, con-

sidering that the personal appearance of Jesus always takes the

lead in John's fundamental view. The wliole context from vers.

1-3 seems to show that in the Xoyo^ ri]<; ^w?)? a personal X070?

is intended, who is identical with tlie Son mentioned in ver. 3, of

whom alone (as the \0709) it could rightly be stated that they

had seen Him. The neuter gender being used only goes to show

that John desired to speak somewhat generally and indetermi-

nately, in order the better to display the principle involved iu

the idea. With the exception of the prologue, this is the only

])a.ssage in which the Logos is spoken of ; for both from the

Meight of external evidence, and from the context, we aie unable

to consider tlie passage 1 John v. 7 as genuine.

In considering the further declarations wliich are made as to

Him who is called the Word by John, we lind it stated that " iu

]Iim was life," indeed tliat He Himself was the life; also, tliat

]Ie was the li;/ht and the only-begotten Son of the Father,

endowed with glory, being one with the Father. In the pn)logiie

f.Iolin i. 4) it is said, "In Hinj wjis life;" in John's lirst Kpistlo

(1 John i. 1) He is called 6 \0709 tj;9 ?wv"», and in the second

verse simply 17 ijwi;. In the first veree the two ideas are com-

bined, and liencc the necessity arose of giving an explanation of
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both ; and according to tins, the ^w?) having been manifested, the

Logos is the subject of human experience, inasmuch as they

have seen the life, and preach it as that "which was with the

Father" (ver. 2). The Logos is therefore the life. Life is, in

John's view, a very comprehensive idea. In its proper sense it

is an attribute of God, and a deeper meaning is involved when
the life is transferred to men. In John v. 26 Jesus Himself

represents the Father as ^wv, having life in Himself absolutely.

Nevertheless He is not directly called the life— a designation

which is only given to the Son. The cause for this is, that the

Son is the manifestation of the divine life, and is thus the source

of it for us. As God is the independent living Being, from whom
all real existence proceeds, so is the Logos life in Himself, although

He has received it as imparted by the Father, and is the principle

of life especially for mankind. All real life—the real vital

energy, both spiritual and bodily—is contained in that which

springs from Him. He is also called the light (John i. 4, 5, 9).

The term "light" is, however, very generally made use of by John
as a designation for the divine nature (1 John i. 5-7) ; it is

also employed by Philo in the same way. God is looked upon

as light in virtue of His spiritual existence as a self-conscious

Being, who, as such, is in Himself holy and good. The Son is

likewise light, inasmuch as He is life, wliich, being in itself

intelligent and holy, communicates to the world the fulness of

intelligent and holy life. In addition to these designations of

life and light, the Logos is further spoken of as the " only-legotten

Son of the Father, full of grace and truth" (John i. 14, 18,

cf iii. 16, 18; 1 John iv. 9), the word fiovoyevrj^ not being to

be understood as dearly-loved, but as the only one of His kind.

As the manifestation of eternal life (1 John i 1-3), which com-

municates itself (John i. 14-18), and leads to the Father (1 John

ii. 23, cf. 22, iv. 15 ; 2 John ver. 9), He has brought about the

perfect revelation and communication of God. He it is who was

!rom the beginning, 6 avr' dp^i]<i (1 John ii. 13), and is the Holy

Dne (1 John ii. 20) and the Just (1 John i. 9, etc.), of whom the

Jather testifies (1 John v. 9, 10, 11). But still we are unable

to prove that John plainly calls Him vm as the aaapKO'^ ; neither,

on the other hand, can we show that he would give Him, as the

Incarnate One, the title of ©eo?. In the passage 1 John v. 20

the akrjdivos 0e6<; is more probably to be understood of the Father
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(cf. John xvii. 3), althongli ^Ir)<jov<; Xpiaro^ first precedes the

ouTo?. Oino<;, it imiy be observed, does not always refer to the

subject immediately preceding (cf. 2 John 7, " This is a deceiver,"

etc.). But the Father is only understood so far as He is mani-

fested in the Son, as Jesus Christ the Son of God is the principal

subject in 1 Jolni v. 20. This passage \^, however, completed, so

to speak, by that which John says in his own name in his his-

torical narrative, where he evidently with full purpose recortls the

exclamation of Thomas, "My Lord and my (Jod !" (John xx. 28),

thus making it the culminating point of his gospel The naiTa-

tive is carried on \\\) to the point where this truth is recognised

(cf. ver. 29).

§ 93. The Father and the Holy Spirit.

John does not anywhere afford us any direct teaching as to God
in general ; but wherever he speaks of God, or specially of the

Father, a reference to the Son is always evident. This is the case

in the prologue to his gospel, where he was of course compelled

first to speak of God, with whom the Logos stood in primordial

relation ; but he then confines himself entirely to dwelling on the

attributes of the Logos, and not until this subject is exhausted

does he again revert to the Father, and even then, again with

distinct reference to the Son. We lind the same peculiarity

existing in his first Epistle ; for although, in the commencement
oi the latter, the Father is mentioned (ver. 2), He is only named
in order to set forth the relation borne by the manifested life to

the eternal God. Again, when the apostle speaks of the effects

of the appearance of the Word of life, of the preaching of the Son,

and of the fellowship thus founded (ver. 3), the fellowship with

the Father is certainly mentioned, but it only amounts to a I'ellow-

fihip through the Son. It cannot bo denied, that in tlie beginning

of the next clause w*e find a positive theory expressed in respect

to God, viz. that He is light. Ihit still the aim of this teaching

is only a practical one, and is intended to show what effect should

follow the fellow.ship with the God who is manifested in the

Son, as far as regard.s the framing of the human life. In the same
way in ch. iii. the sanctificntion of Christians is referred to the

purity of Christ ; and even in ver. 7 of the first cha])tor Christ's

mediation is brouglit in as sometliing V)etween the divine lioliness

and our sanctification. Also in the further course of the epistle
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there are various characteristics of John's conception of God, which
are emphatically set forth, but in every case it is the Father

maniiested in the Son who is the subject of his discourse, and
through this manifestation is in fellowship with us. Passages

such as that in 1 John v. 20 are ot the same nature. In the

Apocalypse also, if we compare it, Christ always seems to take

the lead in the author's statement, although declarations as to

God, such as those recorded in i. 4, 8, iv. 8, are not excluded.

Both in the prologue and also in the epistle the name ©eo? is

that most frequently used for God (cf John i. 13, 18). In distin-

guishing Him from the Son, the idea of Father is also employed

(thus iranjp, John i. 14, 18). This God is, moreover, depicted as

the true, the a\T]div6<;, in contradistinction from all worship of idols

(John V. 20, cf John xvii. 3). No man hath seen Him (John i.

18 ; 1 John iv. 20) ; the Son of man alone has declared Him
(John i. 18). As the invisible God, He is placed in contrast to

men, who form a part of that which is visible, and His spiritual

nature is thus called to mind (cf Jesus' words, John iv. 24).

This idea involves, that there can be no experimental view ot Him,

and that no one possesses any perfect intuitive perception of Him.

A distinction, however, must be drawn between this idea and the

passage 1 John iii. 6, where the incompatibility between any

true knowledge of God and a continuance in sin is the matter in

questioa In the next place, this invisible God is He who is

eternal life, having in Himself the fulness of life, and being its

original source. This life is, however, also light, perfect and holy,

and unstained by sin (1 John i. 5 £f.). ^w? is a figurative ex-

pression, which may mean, generally, every kind of spiritual per-

fection ; but, from the connection, the idea of holiness is here

involved. In this conception of God as life and light, not only is

the idea of God as a Spirit contained, but all the other predicates

which John attributes to Him are to some extent based on it

;

and amongst them especially the attributes of knowing and un-

derstanding everything ; also, that He is the true, faithful, and

righteous God (1 John iii. 20). His omniscience is understood

in its ethical relation, and consequently in its strictest sense, and

naturally stands in contrast to the sin-troubled personal conscious-

ness of man. Thus the designation ot light involves something

more than holiness, and the idea is a wider one. The Father is

pure as the nature of light, but He is also the all-wise Father

;
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and both conceptions of Him, of Ilis omniscience and His love,

How in equal measure from tlie contemj)lation of His nature as

light. John also lays special emphasis on the conception ot God
as love (1 John iv. 8). Throughout the wliole course of the

epistle to the very end, the idea of love is dwelt upon : love is

inculcated as the sum-total of the wliole of practical Christianity.

He who truly loves is born of God, and therefore, as the culmina-

tion of the line of thought, we have the idea that the nature of

God is love. This idea is, however, derived from the earthly ap-

pearance of the Son, in full harmony with John's usual mode of

procedure (cf. also Jesus' words, John iii. 16). The true idea of

love flows, indeed, from the self-sacrifice of Christ. Love exists

primarily in God, and is shown by His sending the Son. It is

concerned with God's communication of Himsell, and presupposes

the idea of light as of moral perfection. From this idea of God
His predicates naturally result,—that He is true, faithful, and just.

Firstly, He is true, and in Him is truth. His wliole work de-

pends upon the truth that man is a sinner (1 John i. 10), and

therefore God is made a liar by those who do not acknowledge

this truth, and disbelieve the testimony which God has given

through His Son. The ideas of faithfulness and justice ai-e com-

bined in ver. 9. God is faithful as being true to His promises,

and just because, in conformity with His promise. He allots to

every one his due. For this reason, and with reference to His

})romi.se. His faithfulness and justice involve the forgiveness of

sins and the cleansing of the sinner. In 1 Jolin iii. 20 John

says that " God is greater than our heart :" the question is,

whether this is meant to ajiply in reference to His mercy or

His severity. In any ca.se, however, the remark is based upon

the idea that God is omniscient. The connection with vct. 19

gives the first explanation an ai>poanince of ])rol)ability ; but as

those who.se hearts condenni them not, wlio tlK'refore have con-

fidence in God, are not mentioned until ver. 21, the probability

lo.ses much of its force. The sign wliereby we may recognise

wlu'ther " we are of tlie truth" (ver. 19) is brotherly love. Ver.

20 might therefore fonn the antithesis) and say that, if our hearts

condemn us, and testify that we have not this love, God is still

greater than our luiarts,—tliat i.s, how much more shall we be con-

demned by Him I (in this way of putting it, however, the second

uTt is not witliout dilliculty.) God i.s therefore greater than our
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hearts, on account, in the first place, of the greater moral severity

connected with His omniscience, and next, indirectly, in con-

sequence of His perfect power of forgiving sins, and of that mercy

which is in full harmony with His severity and holiness.

The first Epistle, as we have seen, lays a stress almost ex-

clusively on the moral attributes of God which are connected with

redemption ; in the Apocalypse, on the other hand, the general

metaphysical attributes of God are more set forth,—those which

refer to His natural relation to the world. Thus He is the

eternal Being, free from all the conditions of time (Eev. iv. 8, xi.

17), corresponding to the name of Jehovah. This attribute, ac-

cording to which He tills the whole expanse of eternity, and

is consequently the Immutable One, is allied to His designation

as Alpha and Omega (i. 8, xxii. 13, xxi. 6). The idea of the

illimitable Divine Being is also involved in the definition o ©eo?

6 ^oov (vii. 2, iv. 9, 10, xv. 7); and this, at all events, very

much resembles John's mode of expression. Added to this, the

Apocalypse displays very prominently God's power, calling Him
the Creator of the world, and the Fader over everything (v. 13,

xix. 6, XX. 11, xi. 15, 17), also in many passages the Kvpio'i

(i. 8. iv. 8, xi. 17, XV. 3, xxii. 5, 6, xxi. 22), and the God of

heaven (xi. 13). But although this aspect of God may appear

to have the preponderance, we must not necessarily conclude from

this that another standpoint is taken which is different from that of

John. This peculiarity of the Apocalypse may be well accounted

for by its aim,—the representation of the gradual victory of

Christianity. This victory is based on the idea of the universal

divine rule, the effects of which are, that the dominion of Christ

over the world should gradually prevail. Thus the predominance

of the more general side of the conception of God is not at all out

of place.

John's teaching as to the Holy Spirit, like his teaching as to

God generally, is not of an independent, detailed, and complete

character; he nevertheless often speaks of the Spirit (1 John

iv. 2, V. 6), of the 7rvevfj.a t^«? dXTjdeia^ (iv. 6, v. 6). He always

looks upon the Spirit, first of all, as the Spirit communicated to

man (1 John ii. 20, iii. 24, iv. 6. 13), and all he says on the

point shows clearly that he considers that this communication is

brought about by the Son, following the idea expressed in John

vii. 39. Therefore, with regard to this point also, he adheres to
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the standpoint involved in his predominating contemplation of the

Son.

^ 94. The World and Manlcind in their OHginal Relation to God.

Tlie fundamental and decisive passage which expresses John's

views of the relation borne to God by the world as a whole, is

contained in the commencement of the prologue to his gospel

(Jnhn i. 3, 4). The principle of life in every respect, both

physical and spiritual, is contained in the Logos of God. John

traces back the person of the Redeemer to the earliest manifesta-

tion of God in the creation ; he also refers man, the object of re-

demption, to the complex of all that was brought to pass in the

creation. The divine principle of manifestation, and the collective

existence of the world wliich was brought about by the former,

stand in universal, absolute, and exclusive relation to one another.

The Logos was not, indeed, accepted by the darkness in the world,

Init tills rejection is a reproach to the world. It ought to have

accepted Him. This close relation involves that, in spite of all

the moral darkness in the world, its power of receiving divine life

(^an never be lost, on account of the above-named absolute relation

in which the world stands to the Logos.

§ 95. TJiC World in its Alienation from God.

The love of the world as opposed to God in its transitoriness and

vanity, forms the contrast to the love of God, and to eternal life

(1 Jolin ii. 15-17). In this sense the love of the world which

Gftd has created is forbidden, and the world, notwithstanding its

creation by God, lorms a contrast to Ilini. I'.ut iu so far as the

love wliich the world attracts is that of the world merely, and

tends to a separation from God, the world is in itself vanity, and

tlie love of it is blameable. For this love, then, becomes an

attacliment to fleslily lusts, and that whicli is merely worldly is

thus ojtposed to God, and cannot be separated from sin.

Sin, according to 1 John iii. 4 ff, is the transgression of tht

lnv\i\\(}. f»jip(»site to StKaiocrvtn] (1 .Tolm iii. 7-10). The words

6 "TToiCiv rrjv hiKaioavvrjv Bixaio^ €<tti (vcr. 7) contain the explana-

tion of the idea of avofiia (ver. 4). The transgression of the law

by sin is overtly shown in ///n»/7 and indxli'rf, in the -^fOSo? which

is mentioned in 1 .lobn ii. 21 f ; it is tlie opposition to Ctod's

truth and action, showing that tin- truth is not in us (1 John L
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8). "We find quite the same idea expressed of unlclief (1 John
V, 10) : he who believeth not God believeth not on Him in His

Son, and thus, by his contradiction of God's truth, shows openly

his opposition to it (cf. v. 9, also John iii. 18). But it is also

manifested by the absence oj love, which becomes hatred to one's

brother (1 John ii. 9-11, iii. 12 ff.). The latter passage points

out the inward cause of the hatred which is based on alienation

from God. According to 1 John iii. 10 (cf. 6 and iv. 6), and

likewise because nothing but love proceeds from God (1 John iv.

16), the want of brotherly love is, as a principle, opposed to the

righteousness which the law of God requires.

The sin of man, however, ultimately Uinds Jiim. This gives rise

to the deeply influential idea of a-KOTia, which fills such an im-

portant place in the prologue to John's Gospel, its moral root and

character being most clearly expressed in 1 John ii. 11 (cf. 8, 9,

1 0). Hatred results in darkness, because it blinds the heart ; but

love keeps in the light, because it is allied to God. That is to say,

darkness is nothing else but alienation from God,—an idea which

may also be gathered from the passages quoted (1 John iii. 10,

iv. 6, ii. 16). This darkness goes on to increase to an inward

condemnation (1 John iii. 20 f.),—the self-accusation of the heart

which carries with it the divine wrath, and consequently death,

—

the unhappy position which redemption does away with being

known and felt to be death, Odvaro'i (1 John iii. 14, cf. v. 16 f.,

where Odvaro'^ clearly appears to be the climax in the gradation

of sin).

This sin is, moreover, universal among mankind : it forms among

them a mode of collective life ; and the latter, because its principle

is a false love of the world, by which it becomes organized into a

system, is called simply the world, 6 K6(T^io<i (cf. ii. 16, e'/c tov

Koa/jLov icTTL). It Is the Koa/xo^; which does not know the disciples

(1 John iii. 1), indeed hates them (iii. 13), from which the enemies

of Christianity take their rise, and of which they speak (1 John

iv. 5). Man cannot free himself from it by his own power

;

without the Son he has not life, but remains in death (cf. 1 John

V. 12). If we deny or undervalue this power of sin, we shall only

become deeper and deeper entangled in its toils (cf. John i. 6 ff.).

But this community of sin is not original among men : human
sin has a mighty antecedent in the devil, the wicked one, who is

the first beginner of sin, oltt dpxn'i (1 John iii. 8). All who
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commit sin are of liim, and are seduced by him,—the murder of

Abel by Cain being indeed traced back to his insti<:jation (1 John

iii. 9-12, cf. V. 18, 19) ; for, in tlie expression 6 /focr/uo? Kdrat, iv

rai iroinjpaj, trovqpa) as the masculine is doubtless to be understood

as referring to the devil. Thus, with regard to this point also,

John goes back to the first and highest principle, and for this reason

lays so emphatic a stress in his epistle on the commencement of

sin on the part of the devil

§ 9G. The Fdloirsldp of the World u-ith God through Christ— Tlie

Redeemer and His Work.

In the prologue to John's Gospel it is very clearly laid down
that there was a pre-Christian agency on the part of the Logos.

The Logos is generally the principle of life and light for men,

and aU they possess of life and light must be traced back to

Him ; also everything which, in the wider sphere of creation, is

founded tlirougli Him. Consequently whatever amount of light

and life exists in the heathen world belongs to His sphere of

operation, but especially and necessarily the whole of the Old

Testament dispensation. Thus, then, the province of this dis-

pensation is called to. cSia, and the members of it ol i8ioi (John

L 11). The operation of the Logos in this province is, however,

opposed by the cKOTia (ver. 5), the disposition of the world, inas-

much as the world had no knowledge of that which was divine.

The Logos, therefore, has to deal with darkness in the world

(ver. 5), and even His own would not receive Him (ver. 11).

Tlie law given by Moses (Jolin i. 17) must therefore be fully

brought within the sphere of operation of tlie Logos ; and this is

in perfect harmony with the way in which John, in the course of

his go.spel narrative (xii. 41), speaks of Isaiah, saying that he

uttered his prophecy when he saw the glory {ho^a) of Jesus.

The Son of God who came into the world is the atjrijp of the

world (1 John iv. 14). As the Word made flesh, He united in

His person both the truly divine and the truly human elements,

and this is made the essence of the Christian confession in reference

to His person (1 John iv. 2 ; 2 John 7 ; John i. 14). He is the

Son who came in the llcsh, the Word who became flesh, and

made His abode among men so that they might see His glory. He
is, moreover, without sin (1 John iii. 8), the exact opposite to sin

and its rei)re8enttttive. In thai He is pure and righteous. He it is
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in whom human nature and human life is sanctified and glorified

so as to be a pure manifestation of God ; and for this reason so

great a stress is laid on the confession that He is come in the

flesh. But this comes to pass by His being the incarnate God,

and therefore even in the incarnation continuing to be God, as,

on the other hand, God became truly human in Him. This

phenomenon, in all its grandeur, has become the subject of

human experience (John i. 14; 1 John i. 1-3, iv, 14), and is

confirmed to men by the testimony of the Father (1 John v.

G-11).

But Christ, as the incarnate Son of God, is also the projntia-

tion for us (1 John ii. 2, iv. 10), whom the Father has sent into

the world as the i\a(Tfj,o<i for our sins and the sins of the whole

world. He is also (1 John ii. 1) our Advocate, irapuKkr^ro'^,

with the Father (just as Jesus Himself called the Holy Ghost

another Paraclete, who was to be substituted for Himself) ; He it

is, too, in whom we have life, who is sent in order that we may
live through Him (1 John iv. 9), that in Him we may have

eternal life, ^tor/ alct)Vio<; (v. 11-13, ii. 25). He is all this to us,

inasmuch as He died for us (1 John iii. 16, i. 7, v. 6 f. ; John xi.

51 f., cf. iii. 16). John says (1 John iii. 16) that " He laid down
His life for us ;" and, from the hortatory motive which is deduced

from this fact, we may gather that this death must be looked

upon as one of a beneficial character, as being intended to save

others from death, and so far therefore as vicarious ; also, that it is

His blood (shed in His death) which has the power of purifying

from sin. The blood, together with the Spirit and water, are

mentioned as forming the medium of His efficacy. John relates

in his gospel that Caiaphas, led by the Spirit of God in virtue of

his high-priestly office, unconsciously to himself gave utterance to

the great idea that it was necessary that one man should die for

the people. Through this death, therefore, did the clco.ring from
sin come to pass, and was indeed so effected, that in the idea

two points are involved, the expiation for sin, and the deliver-

ance from its power and pollution, both being contained in the

word KaOapi^eLv (1 John i. 7 ff.), which points on the one hand

to the Levitical expiation, and on the otlier, looking at the con-

nection, clearly includes the idea of moral purification. Thus we
have here all the elements of the doctrine of the atonement

through Christ and His death, in regard to w^hich a perfect
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harmony exists between John's teacliing and that of Paul and

Peter.

John closely adheres to the historical appearance of Christ

and His course of action therein, as beinfr absolutely essential,

but, above all, dwells on the inner nature of this aj)peai*ance and

ministry of the Lord ; for the latter is nothing but the outward

interposition to bring about the connnunication to the world of

this inner nature. If we compare this plan with that of Paul,

a similarity may be noticed, inasmuch as the latter, in setting

forth the work of Christ, reverts to His personality, and urges the

point that Christ in His new nature is the quickening Spirit

(Gal. iii. ; 2 Cor. iii.) ; but still a difference may be observed be-

tween I'aul's and John's treatment of the subject. In Paul we
find this set forth in the midst of an anthropological explana-

tion, wliilst John makes it his main subject, indeed the gi'ound-

work on which the whole of his doctrinal and historical statement

is based : cf. the prologue to the gospel and 1 John i., in both of

which we find the leading place is taken by the idea that life,

^0)7;, which is the Logos, is the principle of life for the whole

world. This is not so prominently brouglit forward by Paul,

especially in the earlier epistles, although in one passage (1 Cor.

viii. 6) he states that all things are by Josus Christ ; but so

completely tracing back everything to this point is an idea quite

characteristic of John.

§ 07. FclloKship with Christ, and ihrovgh Him with the FatJur—
As regards Individuals.

The birth into the nciv life is produced by /«iV/i :
" ^^^lOSoeve^

believeth tliat Jesus is the Christ is born of CJod " (I John v. 1),

and on this account has overcome the world (1 John v. 4, 5).

And having the witness of truth in himself (1 Jolui v. 10), he

has through faith obtained eternal lift', the ^co;; alwviot (I John

V. 13),—obtained it, indeed, as a present possession. Thus, there-

fore, the individual enters the state of salvation througli faith, the

jHjsitive side of this salvation being a new life in and of Cod, and

the negative side the victory won over tlie world.

This stiite of salvation being thus ])roduced by faith, includes all

the elements of life in contrast to the j)reviou3 posititm of sin and

death. The man has become a child of ( Jod ; the love of God has

called him so, I'.nd the fact is now realized in liim : he is reKvov
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Geov, and is permitted to have the consciousness of it (1 John
iii. 1, 2, cf. ii. 29, v. 1, 4, and John i. 13). He is thus, in the

first place, cleansed from all sin (1 John i. 7) ; his sin is taken

away from him (1 John iii. 5), and he himself can and must
purify himself (1 John iii. 3), being also preserved from sin

(1 John V. 18). Especially, also, his sins are forgiven (1 John
i. 9, ii. 12) ; likewise, on the other hand, the power is given of

doing righteousness and of being able to keep God's command-
ments (1 John ii. 3, iii. 7, cf 10, v. 3), especially of loving God
and the brethren " in deed and in truth" (1 John v. 1,2, iv. 20, 21,

iii. 16-18), and consequently of knowing God (1 John iii. 6, iv. 8,

V. 20, cf. ii. 20; 3 John 11). John speaks much of knowing,

indeed of seeing, God ; but both are made entirely conditional on

moral conduct, especially on the feeling of love. And being in

possession of the love of the Father (1 John iii. 1, i. 7-10, cf.

ver. 6), a joyful, fearless confidence in God is finally given us

(1 John iv. 17, 18), the TrappTjala in the future day of judgment,

the boldness which in the perfection of love " casteth out fear

"

(ii. 28, cf. iii. 19), and, moreover, gives us an assurance that our

prayers will be heard (v. 14, iii. 22). We have therefore perfect

joy (1 John i. 4), and the sure hope of the consummation of sal-

vation, namely the fellowship with Christ (1 John iii. 2, 3). These

passages combine to give us the sum-total of the elements of that

life which is contrasted with the death of sin (1 John iii. 14), and

is comprised, on the one hand, in the idea of the unction of the

Spirit, TO 'x^pla/xa (1 John ii. 20, 27), in virtue of which the

believer is sanctified in truth and love (2 John 3), and, on the

other hand, in the idea of fellowship with God, in virtue of

which the believer, as being in the Son, is and abides in the

Father also, as the Father in Him (1 John ii 24, i. 3, iv. 12,

V. 20).

But although in this vosition of the "believer the dominion of sin

is done away with, it cannot be said that every sinful emotion

and action is thereby excluded ; and man must therefore, even

when in a position of faith, retain the consolation of the propitia-

tion (1 John ii. 1, 2). Jesus is the Advocate for the sins into

which even believers may perhaps fall (cf. ch. iii. 19) : they can-

not fail to be preserved through the fellowship with Christ, which

is made certain to them by the consciousness that they have

received the Spirit (1 John iii. 24). For this Spirit is the very
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Spirit of Jesus, of whose fulness He 1ms Himself imparted to us

(1 John iv. 13). Believers are, moreover, preserved from sin by

the power of constantly purifying themselves (1 John iii. 3), and

of keeping themselves so that " that wicked one toucheth them

not" (1 John v. 18, iii. 9, ii. 13, 14) ; for this immunity from

the attacks of the evil one constitutes the chief victory over sin,

and the freedom from its dominion. He that is born again—and

this is the fundamental idea ot the whole matter—does not depend

merely on his own actions ; for the remnant of sin that is left

continues to exercise such power, that he is compelled again and

again to have recourse to the Advocate, who has indeed become

the propitiation for our sins and the sins of the whole world.

If, in our consideration of John's line of teaching as to the

personal salvation of individuals, we compare it with Paul's doc-

trine, we shall observe that John, on the one hand, makes the

great principle of faith the first requisite in the new life of men
;

also, on the other hand, that in his view this new life never

becomes a personal righteousness, but is always dependent on,

and communicated by, Christ. The elements of the Pauline doc-

trine of justification are similar in their nature. If John had

been compelled to answer the question. By what means men are

justified ? the only reply he could have given would have been,

By faith. But, at the same time, this faith is in his view merely

the principle of the new life in good works. It does not, how-

ever, enter into the Johannean sphere of thought, when he is

considering the idea of subjective atonement, to make that dis-

tinction between justification and the new life Mhich would under-

.stand the former to be an alteration in the relation to God, and

the latter a change in the life itself, although both are brought

about by faith, and thus become one. This dialectical distinction,

which we find in Paul's remarks on the subject, is not made use

of by John ; it was not possible, looking at his intuitive mode of

procedure. We have in his ^^Titings a broad view of the faith by

which the world is overcome, in which view all these aspects are

included, but only iis diverse aspects of the same life established

by God, and born of Him. All the ))rintii)U'S of the doctrine of

justification are to be found in the apo.stlu's statement, and the

latter may justly be looked upon as fully agreeing to them ; but

the abdve-named question, as we have put it, is not plainly

adopted or answered by John. The chief point of agreement
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with Paul is, tliat the latter also looks upon faith as the great

principle with which the whole plan of salvation is bound up.

Paul, indeed, with regard to this subject, has still more grandly-

elaborated his view of faith, and has displayed it in all its

richness.

S 98. Fellowship ivith Christ, and, through Him, ^vith the Father

—Its Effects on the Collective Life oj Believers.

The knowledge of Christ, and fellowship with God in His

nature of light, are the means of producing the Kocvcovia fxer

aWrjXojv (1 John i. 3, 7). Believers, because they are believers,

have become brethren in a higher sense of the term, in virtue of

being joint partakers in the new birth from God (cf 1 John

iv. 20, 21, with v. 1, 2 ; and as to the idea of a8€k^o<; generally,

cf. 1 John ii. 9, 11, iii. 11-18, v. 16; 3 John 5, 10). It is

the power of love (1 John iii. 16-18, v. 16; cf. 2 John 10 f.

and 3 John v. 10), and of a right confession of faith (1 John

ii. 23, iv. 2, cf. 3 ; 2 John 7, 9-11), which causes this fellow-

ship to be both inward and outward ; and thus those who are

associated together in one place join together to form a Church

(iKKXrjcTLa, 3 John 6, 9). The fellowship itself is always called

Koivtovla ; and the iKKXrjala is merely the local community, in

which meaning the word occurs in John's third Epistle.

This fellowship of believers forms, moreover, a contrast to the

world as the whole body of unbelievers subject to death, including

also those of heterodox views, among whom false prophets and

antichrists are specially mentioned as seducers (1 John iv. 1-6,

ii. 18, 22, 26 ; 2 John 7). Against these it is necessary for

believers to be on their guard, by trying the spirits whether they

be of God (1 John iv. 1, 2, 6), and also by strictly abstaining

from any participation in their wicked course of action (2 John

8, 10, 11, cf. 7, and 3 John 11). But, on the other hand, be-

lievers are to be of good courage in the face of these adversaries,

knowing that they have already overcome them in virtue of their

fellowship with Christ, " who is greater than he that is in the

world" (1 John iv. 4; he who is in the world is the irovrjpa,

1 John V. 18, 19, iii. 8-12). Being in possession of the anointing

received of God, they are entirely independent as regards the

knowledge to be derived from these seducers (1 John ii. 27, cf

ver. 26), They need no teaching from without, having the truth

2 il
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in themselves ; and for this very reason are secured against any

seduction of false doctrine. The world is so entirely opposed to

real believers and their fellowship, that it may be plainly said of

it that " the world knoweth them not" (1 Jolin iii. 1) : they are

completely alienated the one from the other. On this account

the children of God are objects of hatred on the part of the world

(1 John iii. 13).

But the fact that seducers, false prophets, and antichri.sts are

all included together in the conception of the uwld, shows that

the latter is not to be sought for among unbelievers only, but that

it has its members even in the community itself, within which,

therefore, a contrast is brought about. And this contrast is not

merely one of false doctrine as compared with the true faith
;

but, as the latter is always combined with righteousness, and un-

belief with sin, John, in tracing back to its origin the spirit of

the world existing within the Christian community, finds the root

of it in sin. Indeed, even among the brethren (1 John v. IG, IV),

consequently as existing within the Churcli, a sin is mentioned

which " is unto death." Whosoever is burdened with this sin

belongs to the world, although he may externally be numbered

among believers : he is absolutely severed from their inward fel-

lowship and entire sphere of life,—so much so, indeed, that they

can no longer pray for him with a hope that their prayer will be

gi-anted. Tlie " sin unto death " is doubtless the blasphemy

against the Holy Ghost, by which the germ of divine life is radi-

cally expelled from the man committing it ; it is therefore a sin

which cannot be forgiven. AVith this we should compare the

passage in John's Gospel (ch. xii. 40), where he speaks of the

hardening of the heart as being well deserved, and as being the

cause of the persistent and invincible unbelief of the Jews.

§99. Consummation of the FcUowsliip with Christ, loth for

Individuals and the Church.

Because this fellowship, as it now exi-sts at the time being, is

life with God through Christ, it is even already eternal life ; but

there is neveilheless a consummation of it impending in the

future (1 John iii. 2). Thi.s will coiLsist in a perfected assimila-

tion to, and fellowship with, Christ : the " full reward " of that

which is good will then be realized (2 Jolin 8). The advent of

this consummation is placed in connection wiili Ihe la.st appear-
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ance of Christ (1 John ii. 28 : orav (})avepco6i} . . . iv rfj Trapovcria

avTov), which will be also the day of judgment (1 John iv. 17).

This future is therefore, as far as regards believers, a subject of

joyfid and confident hope. John has not given us any detailed

description of the nature and mode of this consummation ; but, in

his belief on the point, he probably adhered to the discourses of

the Lord which he has himself handed down to ns with regard

to this subject ; cf John v. and the teaching therein contained

as to the twofold resurrection, the ai>daraarL^ ^(^^l^i, and the dvdcr-

raafi Kpiaeco^;.

This consummation is, however, preceded by a peculiar course

of development of the Christian community, before the expiration

of which the spirit of antichrist must appear within the Church

(1 John iv. 3; cf. 2 John 7), and must also be overcome (cf. ver. 4).

Its appearance is looked upon as something necessary, and has

been long recognised in that light. John states, indeed, that this

spirit already exists in the world. This spirit of antichrist is not

the spirit of the world generally in contrast to the kingdom of

God ; it is rather to be considered as a distinct opposition to

Christ which makes its appearance within the Church itself, and,

assuming the outward show oi Christianity, places itself in a posi-

tion of the most decided resistance to true Christianity. This

spirit was even then at work in the world ; there were already

many antichrists (2 John 7). But these passages do not exclude

the idea of the concentration of the spirit of antichrist in one

distinct individuality, to take place at some future time (cf.

2 Thess. ii. 4).

§ 100. Conclusion.

In the doctrinal system of John, the line of apostolical teach-

ing comes to its conclusion in a development of doctrine carried

to its highest point,—a development which concentrates every-

thing in the person of Christ, and at the same time realizes to the

greatest extent the course of instruction which all the apostles

followed out in common.

The various apostolical systems form an organically connected

and gradually progressive cycle of doctrinal development ; in

John's system the whole of Cluistianity is traced back to the

person of Christ,—this subject being treated with a high degree

of amplification. The teaching as to Christ rises, therefore, in his
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method, to the most precise consciousness of His Godhead. But

even in those apostolical systems which content themselves with

a somewhat lower stage of development with regard to this

point, the germ of the doctrine which is so much more fully set

forth by Jolin may be clearly perceived.

The elements possessed in common by all the apostolical systems

of teaching were (cf. § 53) the doctrines of the person of Jesus

Christ, that He was the Lord ; and of the salvation and life that

were brought about by Him in opposition to the sin and corrup-

tion of the world ; and also of the consummation of this salvation

and life at some future time. These doctrines are the founda-

tion pillars ot apostolical teaching ; and these are the very ideas

which, with a decided reference to the superiority of the new

covenant over the old dispensation, are lully realized in John's

system by the grand view which he takes of Christ as the mani-

fested Word of God, and of the faith wliich hath overcome the

worhl
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